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wfiiTrfTJff (tIe twe wst Eft iT^ ijrrftfw^ wiItt afh 

Orders and NatiBcaHon* Issnsd by Oatral Aitharities (othar than tbs Adnioistratioas of Union 

1 enfltorles) 


iWlivi 

B%H, 1997 

m. 5T. 130 ;—fHEfnrr tTTEPr <PT TTETOR W I fr RK^ft % R'E ( 3 ) if JRT 

ipR %»T>Er ?mT % Otp tttehtw i 996 % 3i> (3) rr 

^ gwr % ( 4 ) t gTT% TTPT% ST^ET !PRT«ff, 

srfhllm, 1951 cpiiT ct^Pt E?nq Ppruf am (s) ^ arq^ PrPr 

SJpqt ETT %EIT ETfiatT EmT if ETHEi^T tlJT |l 

ei'Yt: ^3E?r sr«rf«)q'f ^ RmEi gw fEo ee: eIV trasi^T ^ Prq Eiff ettce et'eet 
^ fttET I ! 1 'K PtePsR ETTEPT EiT TTEraR W ^ flT 'TT^T ^ ETflTEiW % pTO Ei>f 
EeIr EnRR ET RPfrfW t ; 
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^ nCtaro to’p ^ iHff'cir *1 qfi ^rmfr % (4) 

Jr farfVfftci jjrfirrralf ?i‘rTT m ttm ifT miiT 'sr't^ fTOPr <Tfw>s %rrrPT 

^ ?n^ ^i^r ?rr(Pa Jr ^ ^rfr % f<fTc, fJnl^ >FT?n | 1 

rTr?MV 


¥f. 

fJrii'NFr JiO" ^. rt'. 

»rPT 

fjra’NrJf ar^ irrariff 

^ »TrJT ^ ^TcTT 

f^T^fTT ¥T ^T'<'JT 

1 2 

3 

4 

f> 

1 . iTOT ^ ?r>rT 

4 —?i>rr H^T 

5fPr^fr«r^ 


% fJro HTan’T 

1996 


UTIT flfl<Tf4T<r4l, rpiT, 

(it. 5t. ) 


2- —^— 

—^— 

ftr^ 

I'ji'i <v) ^sjYfJprfr^ 

fJTfTT 1 

Ma 9 m sr^wrr "Offr Jr 
%iaT 9Tfi9^ qrrJr Jr 

Jr ?TrTq!^ 1 

3. — 


irm ^rJr^rtsTq^ 

^rm TWTT vtwTw 
fsTHlftr^ ( TTo 5i<, ) 

—— 

4. —^— 

7~5Tfl? rr^T 

«iV wrw 

5?TtT q>^ ?FJraim 
awjftW’iqTrfir^ qar 
(^. s") 

«iiqlr qrr qiri v(Y 
^P3T q’T't Jlr 

?raqi^T qfi 1 

5. —*T1^— 

12 —rrtqaTT (^r. <3r. ^rr. ] 

1 ^fr fwT srrrnr, 

HTTT— 

qTre ftr^TT^, 
f^rnrgq^^rr (^. a. ) 

f*rfa sm ?T^iarr <tf?r ^ 
JWT gifiaiT imr Jr 
?wq\w ifT 1 

6. —^— 

14 —^iTJr^ rpflT 

firaHsTs^a 

^ . qto T'Ttt 

** 51 *^ ^T^P^RnTT ^stT^f- 

>f1nc fjwrfcrnrjT (jt. 9 . ) 

[h^ qq^ vfr 

slfqi^T q, Jf 

wrrqi^ r 

7 —^— 

—— 

^fr^VrsTa- 

f3HT^r5T,(F. 9 . ) 

—— 

8- —5^— 

- !J|(t - 

?[r?ii!n-^Tm 

9 FT q^ Tin^t, 

qTrwr, ftmr fJKw^r, 

(T.9. ) 


9 . 

— 

q^[[ ^*11 ^. q\ 

1097, JrqzT—s.T’-n^T, 
JTEqq^ 1 

— 
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[mall—*57 3(iii)] 12 , i 21 , laiy 

1 2 3 4 5 


10. 

14—^rr^riftT^'^wir 

«fr TTIlTsfH 

faJitaiT 5ijTr aa vY^ «ft 

%f^lTTgTrJT 

1996 


HFT snr^Y^, aY?? ^T^Ytfl, 
'piT IPRiY, 

(^. n. ) 

a^T aifgq- arrft ft 
aaaa afi i 

11- —^— 

—— 

>sftYY7R 

p. ?nt. ftr^RTT-?.. 

HTST "tilWWY (51 <ik *37^ ) 
^if(Y tNY, 5HYt?T, 

fsTTTTfpC (^. a. ) 

—aft— 

12. —— 

— 

fwrff5K 1 

fafo am aftfea ftfft ft 

ftaiT aiftaa araft ft 

aTTaa afi 1 

13. —^— 


«ft!STO^ 

—aft— 

1 4 . —^— 

- 31^ - 

^ft^iraift^ 

^. aY. «ii<.isTT 
fw( it. a. ) 

—aft— 

15. —50^1— 

— 

3ft triTfimT^r 
aT«T sikTft, aY^i ?Tr?T|3^ft, 

(it. a. ) 

—aft— 

16. —— 

—^— 

3iYiTTft Tm^nft 

aYti ? 8T?^ft^ ar^aYn, 

f'^^rr ( IT . a. ) 

—aft— 

1 7 . —^— 

—3i^-— 

3ft nftmT 
’t-Yw, fw 

(IT. R. ) 

aaa ft wstt aar. fafa 
aTTT^rftfwa ftfft ftft^T 
arfaj^ arrft ft oTTraw a^Ti 

18. — 

— ^— 

jft 1 TRTTTIT, 

RTIT SRilh, a'ftc iIirrYr, 
d 5^ft^-'Ti<i'ftTr, fjfTTT fmfflW- 
5T (IT. a. ) 

—aft— 

1 9. —— 


3ft g;a;3T am 

vm wraYar 

TT?#^'srraifk, 
f^-fawTTrjT, (a. a. ) 

—aft— 

20. - ^— 

19 — (?r. ^r, ) 

IPTT 8^^ 

3ft 

RTaarift aY ( sraTa) 
aftf aftaTT, Tr^fttrT %aaavf, 
r^riTTa?^ (it. a. ) 

faataa ®aa ipt aftf ft 
ftar arfiaTT arft ft 
3TTnpiT Tft 1 

21. — 

- — 

3ft ipifiana %cmT, 

aTiitaam-ar^Ya, at. ar. 
aT?iYT,fw 5 a' (a. a. ) 

- aft— 
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1 2 

3 

22. ^ ’jm 

% ftpr ^fTtrn^T 
fvT^rf^STfT, 1996 

2 3. —— 

3 0—^>Tr?r Tf'-ffT 

- ^— 

2 4. - — 

-51^- 

2 5. —— 

— 

26. —— 

3 3—(^T. 

^>fr ?r»TT f^srf«nT ^ 

2 7. —— 

—— 

28. —— 

—— 

29. —— 

—— 

3 0. “ 

—^— 

31- —^— 

-- 

32. — 

—31^— 

33. —— 

- — 

34. — 

—— 


4 

5 

«ft ifr»T^?r^r?rR 

aqq- !p| iff 

34, <511711? TTEf? 1 

iFai ?rfig^ il 

Nl" ^?75rr?i 

Wff am !T^5TFT ftfiir % 

ttEFTT 

%)3T ?Tftr?r ?nc? Sr 

^1?^ UTET, , 

(^, ST. ) 

T?T 1 

JiTt «fWV 

^JFT % iifTi; irm f?fff jm 

mil fijfiftw 

■ftrfl' it Sr'ar 

(^. n. ) 

Sr I 

^'41 % tmr 

fTun 51^ 1 

— ?ft — 

f?TS?? ?ftt ^ 

^ f*T56 <41^ 

S 

5, iT^5?T nrfsTigT:, 

%riT ?Tftir^r ?n:% it 


T?T 1 

«ft 'FTor fn? iirir^iT, 
iTFi TnJT^v, Fsrm Tif^n- 

jT, sr^ 1 


>sfl 11151^, 

(^?T) JltpWT, ?Ti. 1 

’ll?? ???¥, HEIf JT^Tl 1 

—^~ 

«ft EfhTTTft 

irsq-Jl^ 1 


?ft itflfTnrm' iTWifk 

TTET 

lT5?fI?T ?ft?W, fTim 

Tieil TT^ 1 1 

—— 

2 1 7, ?IW, ^rt^TT^r, 

JTRl JT%i?r 1 

—— 

Eft TTJuim? vTR?fV 
iTET fwiift, 'fte-ii?n;'T'?T 

fwr wif'jri^i, ^iTE? sr^ i 

— ^ —.. 

Eft ITTfr 

f^fsr SRT ?T^%?r ftftt it 

. JJ^TiT, WfHTjr, 

?T%^ ?Rir S‘ 

Tib-q- sr^ 1 

?ltrE<T TfT 1 

Eft ?r?T? ftr? 

(JT«FT STlRlJi:) 

unr???!! ( 

— ??t — 

?T5?ft?T f7isTr-7it5rr|»-, 

iiEir JT^ 1 < 

H/ 




(vtTi 3(iii)] 
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1 

2 

3 

35. 

% f^cr 

f>r^W^, 1996 1 

33 —TTTfin^ (?T. irr.) 

3 6, 

—^— 

—— 

37. 

— ^ — 

-- 

38, 

—— 

-- 

39. 

—’T^t- 

— 

40. 

—— 

3 4 —’I'lim W»TT 

41. 

—?rfr— 

3 7—WtfT JfiiTT 

f^T^f^nr war 

42. 

—— 


43. 

—?p(V“ 

— 

4 4. 

— 

—— 

45,'; 

i — 

—?r^— 

46- 

— 


47* 

—— 

—^jft— 


4 

5 

^ f?#T T^TP; 

f?fa ira <1% ^ 


^<?T ?Tftr^ Sr siKTiH 

?rnTT, irw sitw 1 

1 

«fV 41^ mgfsftJT 

?TT4T 

fspiTT 4TPr nt?r 1 

—?ft— 

,-tv, ^ - ,fY_- -* '-. 

^4T ifTor^rPT 

ipfT 'Ttfs: 

4TOT 1 

—— 

«ft 

1TT»T WTfWT;'TiTJ 

fw irnri^ ttpt jt^ i 

—— 

'4V %?i?7=rpr 

HT4T ijprnTJT, 

ITK3T JT^ 1 

—— 

3 3 3-’?, ?JIT, 

4164^ Si^sr 1 

—— 

’■jfr 

f^?W4T ®pjf ?rr ^ 

44 —Sr?T^ jTt^r?^ 

StWf flirf^ ?r!:^ Sf 

4TEIT 1 

WWT T^TI 

•sfy ?r?Wt^rR ?i‘4t^ 

1 8, ?mT +T<ft4ft, v^, 
4rsiT?^ 1 

—— 

>sft4r5n:r;r 

nm 4 t. jt‘, 71, 

’mRft 

^5^fr?T^f?r, f^^iT 
jTHisrtsr 1 

—Bllft— 

’‘4t4T3IT4p?, 

2733 IT?? jft^f5TT 41^, 
f3pJrT^4^, 4T1HT^I^1 

—^~ 

<sfyiI’17TW4T5m 

1 4—•’P, 4T^T<^<6-JR, 

416? ir^ 1 

~?lft— 

6ft ?^1? sfttl? 

?nT (f^TTJft^’K, “PPJT^T, 

?T41, ^^’^tr, 4T6? 51^ 1 

—— 

'sft3T4Tt?^4Tn:^? 

137 / 2 , 

?6? ?^ifri 

— 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

4«. 

% ^rr^t»r 

1996 1 

37—^rEfT^T 
f?p?'NrT 

1013, '^?T, ?s5iV?:, 

^BTT 51^ I 

fJrqteR 5Tfr vfy 

BTViwr 1 

4'9, 


— 

*TEir^^ 1 

— 

50, 

—— 


>^^yTT^ 

1 82, 

JTSJTSr^w 1 

Prfar inr n 

^ ’TTf^ if 

1 

51, 

— 

39—5TT!|?rr ?r«TT 

«ft f^f^, 

^TTrf^'TT, nr^.^ 

iTKqr 51^ 1 

wnr ITT »iTy^ vfV 
if 

'tTWT \ 

52- 

— 

_T^__ 

'ftfi 

JTsiTsri^T 1 

— 

53- 

—— 

—^— 

«Tl5TpTirr gwr, 

ITTJT ffTT^WT 

jTEtr sT^ijr 1 

— 

54, 



>iift *PTf^irT, 

^TT'^^r, ff^.i 1 

—^— 

55. 

—iT^r-“ 


unr JrrrqTTT, 'ft^s 

iTT^wr, iTsirsr^w i 

—^— 

56. 

—IT^— 

_^__ 

«fV %iT ^flfrar, 
pF^nrj^t, ^T?^ft?r--wrj!rr, 
tTKriri^ 1 

—. 

57- 

— 


ITT^OT, 

JTWTJT^ 1 

—^— 

5 8 , 

—^— 


<sft'>r5^?iiTiFrT, 

unr ’twmrr, m^in, 

1 

-_iT^_ 

59. 


—Tjft— 

«ft%pTJTT 

T^TTfT pir^TTITT^ffr, 

lT«TSr^ 1 

—^— 

60. 

—^— 

—— 

»4t orqrr 5(»TTf3sfl 
iirtr TKiT, wfbitDrji:, 

—— 

61. 


— 

«ft BTTfVqT, 

TTHT ^[■^■i<r, ?r?#T srfTiTsr- 
51 :, 

— 
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[■<TpT 11— »i* 3(iii)] 12 , 21 , 1919 

1 2 3 4 5 


6 2 

39—^^<rT 

>sft Wt^llfT^ift 

r77t77 *77 77 sptt 

% Hniitor 

f77t77«7 

7T7 77T7t7, 7??ft5?r iTT5|7r, 

^ %W 1 7Tf^7 TR^ir 

1996 


7 Rr 7^71 1 

77717 7:?[T 1 

6 3 —7?^— 

—7^— 

ift Tk' Tt? 7771?: 

7T7 7t7t7, 7>s: TFTWr Tt7; 
f^TT WT7WT, 7t^ 7^ 1 

—7t^— 

6 4 —7ift — 

—7^— 

’ftTTTT^ TtTfOTT 

717 Tf^TTTfV, 7 ?^ TTTTJT, 
f 77 T KT7'trT, 7 C 7 7^ 1 

—7fr~ 

65 —7^— 

—7^— 

>ift TTTTw snm vm 

7T7 TTTTTTif, Tt^Tt^J^. 
7?#^ ^J7T77, f^TT FWm 

7KT 7^ 1 

—7tft— 

66 -7^V- 

—7{y— 

7717 71771 

7T7 777n:, 7t?177^f, 

7?#7 ^HTTT, flT^ , 

7K7 7771 

—Tft— 

67 —7^— 

—7^— 

>sft 77 f7? 

717 777,7 ^T, 7g?ft7 Wf^RtW- 
^ STT^TT, 7E7 7^ 1 

-Tft- 

68 —7^— 

—'7^— 

«ft f7f^7r 77f77T 

7I7T7t. 77#7 ttWR, 
fUlTTBl^TT, 7E77^ 1 

~-7Ct— 

69' —7^— 


W TTn^ 

717 7717171 771 TITH: 77^t, 
HtTT, fTTT SIT 77 T 

7K7 7^ t 

—Tift— 

70 —7^— 

—7^— 

“Sft TrftTTW TtlftTTT 

717 777T7T, 77?ft7 %777r 
FI 77 T, 7«7 7^7 1 

—7ft— 

71. — 7 ^t— 

—7ft— 

«ft 7Mt7T7 fri! 

TTftTTTf, ffT7«7t 7^7 7^ 1 

—7ft— 

7 2 —— 

—7f^— 

^ TtftSTT 7^ 

7,0 Tto ^?ft7f, 77 ^ 77777, 
f 77 T 71^, 7«7 7^ 1 

—7ft— 

7 3. — 

—7ft— 

<t 77^ 7f771, 

TTTt^n, 7T, 

7S7H^ 1 

—7ft— 

7 4. —<t — 

—7?(t— 

'Xt 7f771 ^>7^, 

717 71771 717 

71^771 <t7, fOTTT 717^71 ; 
7BT I 

—7ft - 

7-5. — 

—7ft— 

“Xt 7'f7 f7?, 

—7^11— 


Tr»r ftm ^r f ffri'^T, 

f&FT BT^WT 
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1 23 

3 

d 

5 

7 0. nm ^ 

39—«l\?rT 

Tnf^rFT 

Birr ^ if/Tt •‘ft %qr 

1996 


^E3T 1 

^ ^ "^r 

77. — 

— 

wftTTmr, 

*TRT 1 

-- 

7 8 . — 


HR ?nrcR, 

?T??05r JwfniT, fsRT JiT^wr, 

1 

—T<t— 

7 9- —^— 

—— 

'XY f mffPT HR3fy, 

^fsrr »n\aTT, 

1 

—^rjft— 

80 --5|0- 

—1T^,- 

«0 iT^tiTT iRTT, 1 

HFfsrr, fsRr win 

1 

Wa am *r?rfs^5r<t^ % ^<Hr 

Jf ff^PTiBT XfT 1 

81 . — 

— 

H>TT, «lRTr, 

fr^rr HT^JTT, ^ i 


82. 

— 

srmr tr 

H R f^ftTHTT, T?RR, 

a^TJT 1 


83. — ^ — 

— 

>i0r<1wRf%?, 

f^r RTH nr, hIst i 

BiTHT ‘PT ^ ?WT, 

TrftirT ^ Tirr i 

84. — ^ — 

40— 

¥RfT!TT, 

fH'fH am ^r^WET 



fsRrHT^X 1 

Srar <rfg‘T Jf 

T?r 1 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 9th une, J1997 

76/rr. rr./90(8)] 


O.N. DO Whefcas th® Eleciioa Cointnissiott is, satisfied that each of the contestian candidate specified in column (4) of the 
Table below at the general Flection to T.ok Sab^'a 96 from Madhya Pradesh as specified In column, (2) held ftom the constituency 
specified in column (3) against his name has failed to lodge any account of his election expense as required by the Representation of the 
p^plc Act, 1951 and the rule made thereunder as shown in column (5) of the said Table; 
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And, whereas, t!ic said candidates have not furnished any reason of explaniuion for the said failure even uf:cr due notice and the 
T lectiuii C'oinmission is thus satis icd that they have no good reason or justilication for the said failure; 

Now, thcM'eforc, in pursuance of section lOA of the said Act, the Tlection Commission hereby declares the peisons specihed in column 
(4) <if tlic Table below to be *disqu4]|iried for being chosen as and for being, a memher of eilher Ilouse of the Parliament or of tlic l.cgis‘ 
lilt 1 VC Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years for the dale of this order : — 

TAHLC 


S. Particulars of election 

No. 

No, & Name of 
Constituency 

Name & Address of contesting cMndidatc 

Reason for disqualification 

0) f2) 


(4) 

(5) 

1. General Election to Lok 
Sabha, 1996 from Madhya 
Pradesh. 

4-Guna Parliamen¬ 
tary Constitut'ncy 

Smt, Alma, 

Village Jhcela, 

Paragana, 

Ashok Nagar, IDistt. Guna, 

(M.P.) 

Failure to lodge any account 
of Election Expenses. 

.r nio- 

-do- 

Sli. Maheiidra Singh, 

Asha General 

Engineering works 

Industrial State, Shivpuri, 

(M.P.) 

Fuliurc to lodge the account 
in ilie manner required 
by law. 

-d.v 

-do- 

Sh. Mohan Singh, 

Mada Ganeshkheda, 

Post Mada, Pargana, 

Kolaras, Disliici Shivpuri, 

(M.P.) 

-do- 

4. -do- 

7-Dantoh Parlia¬ 
mentary Consti¬ 
tuency. 

Sh. Mohan Lai, 

Mukam/Post Kamtana, 

Tahsil Gunor. Dislt. Panna, 

(M.P.) 

Eailurc to lodge any account 
of Election Expenses. 

5. -do- 

12-Surguja (ST) 
Parliamentary 
Constituency 

Sh. Shivprasad, 

Village. Begaridand, 

Post Biharpur, 

Teh. Surajpur, Distt. Surguja, 

(M.P.) 

F\illure to lodge the account 
in the manner required by 
law. 

6. -do- 

14-Janjgir Parlia¬ 
mentary Consti¬ 
tuency 

Smt. Gend Bai, 

VUL P.O, Kotamisonar, 

Via Akaltara 

Teh. Janjgir, Distt. Bilaspiir, 

(M.P.) 

Eailurc to lodge any account 
of Election Expenses. 

7. -do- 

-do^ 

Sh. Dhirdas, 

Balconagar, Korbn, 

Distt. Bilaspur, 

(M.P.) 

-do- 

K. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Banshilal, 

Vill. Einjhkot, P, Rampur, 

Teh, Korba, Distt. Bilaspur, 

(M.P.) 

-do- 

9. ‘ilo- 

-do- 

Sh. Madan Mohan, 

Balconagar, Korba, 

Qtr. No. 1097, Sector 5. 

A-Type. (M.P.) 

-Jo- 

10. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramadhin, 

Vill. Amaldiha, P. Gadagodi, 

Via Sakii, Distt, Bilaspur, 

(M,R) 

-do- 

11, -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Roshan, 

M.I.G.Senyor-7, 

Sada Colony, (Angar Khar), 

Jamanipali Korba, Distt. Bilaspur, 

(M.P.) 

-do- 


1615 01/97^2 
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C) 

(3) 

(4) 

(?) 

12. 

General hlccUon lo Lok 
Sabhtt, 1996 from Madhya 
Pradesh. 

14-Janjj?ir Parlia¬ 
mentary Consti¬ 
tuency 

Sh. Arjun, 

Masanganj, Dilsapur, 

(M.P.) 

Failure lo lodge the account 
in the'manner required by 
law. 

13. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Brijraj, 

B/8, Agaya Nagar, Bilaspur, 

(M.P.) 

-do- 

14. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Maladin, 

Vill. P. Baradwar, Distt. Bilaspur, 
(M.P.) 

-do- 

15. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramkumar Chandra, 

Viil Borasi, P. Taldcwri, 

Distt. Bilaspuc (M.P.) 

-do- 

16. 

-do- 

-do- 

Smt. Rambati, 

P. A Tah. Katghora, 

Distt. Bilaspur, (M.P.) 

-do- 

17. 

-dn- 

-do- 

Sh. Jhadiram, 

Korba, Distt. Bilaspur, 

(M.P.) 

Failurc to lodge the account 
within the time & manner 
required by law* 

IS. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mayaram, 

Vill. Amagaon, P. Gewara Road, 
Tah. Katghora, Distt. Bilaspur, 
(M.P.) 

-do- 

19. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh, Suraj Prasad, 

Vill. P. Amoda, 

Tab. Janjpir, Distt. Bilaspur, 

(M.P.) 

-do- 

20. 

-do- 

19-Kftnkcr (ST) 
Parliamentary 
Constituency 

Sh. Kunwar Singh, 

Vill. Mandoki khargon, 

P. 0. Kopra, Tah. Keshkal, 

Distt. Bastar, 

(M.P.) 

Failure to lodge any account 
of Election Expenses. 

21. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ganesh Ram Nctam, 

Pandepara Baled, 

P.O. Baled, Distt, Durg. 

M.P. 

-do- 

'^ 2 , 

-do- 

30-Bhopal 

Parliamentary 

Constituency 

Sh. Bhagwat Prasad, 

34, Azad Market, 

Bhopal, M,P. 

-do- 

23. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Syed Tqbal, 

Tshrat Hussain, 

Near Jama Masjid, 

Chhawni Saray, Schora, 

M.P. 

Failurc to lodge the account 
in the manner required by 
law. 

24, 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ghccsilal, 

Vill. Uljhavan, Tah, Sehora, 

M.P, 

Failure to lodge account within 
time & in the manner rc- 
required by law. 

25. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Krishna, 

Near State Bank, 

Kareli, Distt. Narsinghpur, 

M.P. 

-do- 

26. 

-do- 

33-Shajapur (SC) 
Parliamentary 
Constituency 

Sh. Mitthulal Jatav, 

Ward No. 5, Mhowpura, Shajapur, 
M.P. 

Failure to lodge any account 
of Election Expenses. 

27. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Karan Singh Malviya, 

Gram & Post Jamner, 

Diatt. Shajapur. 

M.P. 

-do- 
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Pradesh, 

33-Shajapur (SC) 
Parliamentary 
Constituency 

Sh. Kaiiash Maiviya, 
painter, 

Balai Mohalla, Ward No. 1, 

Post. Kanod, M.P. 

Failure to lodil© account 

of Ejection Expenses. 

29, 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Gheesajee 

Suryavanashi, 

Lalpura, Shajapur, M.P. 

-do- 

30. 

'do- 

-do- 

Sh. Daiilatram Malviya, 

Oram Post Daulatpur., 

Tch. Sonkachha, Disit. Oewas, 

(M.P.) 

-do- 

31. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Bhagii’ath, 

217, Dayra Shajapur, M.P. 

-do- 

32. 

-do- 

^do- 

Sh, Ramprasad Bharti, 

Gram Chitoni, 

P.O. Magrola Mayapur, 

Teh. Shujalpur, Distt, Shajapur, 

M.P. 

-do- 

33, 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kunhiyalal, 

Dupada Distt, Shajapur,j 

M.P. 

Failure to lodge the accoun' 
in the manner required by 
law. 

34. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Karan Singh, 

(Thapka Basantpur) 

GramTapka, Basantpur, 

Tch, Shajapur, 

M.P. 

-do- 

35. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Dilcep Kumar, 

08, Harijanpura, 

Shakar Kuiya, Agar City, 

M.P. 

-do- 

36. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Madan Lai Malviya, 

Gram Bhori Teh. Hujur, 

Distt. Bhopal, M.p, 

-do- 

37. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh Mangilal Anjanc, 

Gram. Akbarpur, Post Double Chouki 

Teh. & Distt. Dewas, M.P. 

-do- 

38. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ranjet Singh, 

Gram. Londiya, Post. Dillod, 

Distt. Shajapur, MP. 

-do- 

39. 

-do- 

-do- 

SlnSiddulal Karanjia, 

Gram Kadwala, Tch, Shujalpur, 

M.P. 

-do- 

40, 

-do- 

34-Khandwa P.C. 

Sh. Ghanshyam Choudhari, 

333-Kha, Ambcdkar Nagar, 

Indore, M.P. 

-do- 

41. 

*do- 

37-Indore 

Parlamentry 

Constituency 

Sh. Abdul Shabbir, 

44-C, Mewati Mohalla Indore, 

M.P. 

Failurc to lodge any accoun 
of Election Expenses, 

42. 

-do 

-do Sh. A-nokheial Angdele 

18-Balda Colo^iy, 

Indore, M.P. 

-do- 

43. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Gajraj, 

Village Kadwali Khurd, 

H. No. 71, Post Kadwali-Bujurp, 

Tehsil Sanwar, Disit. Indore. 

M.P. 

-do- 

44. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Gojauand, 

2733, Yadav Mohalla, 

Mhow, Dislt.,Indore, 

M.P, 

-do- 

--- 

-_. ^ -----— 

— --- 

- ... . . - —- ... 

. — - - 
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45. 

General Elec lion to Lok 
Sabha, 1996 from Madhya 
F*radesh. 

37-1 rui ore 

Parliamentary 

Constitiieno^ 

Sh. Pj'akash Mahavar, 

14-K Mahavar Najtar, Indore, 

M,P- 

Faliiire to lojge any account 
of Election Expenses. 

46^ 

-do- 

-dO“ 

Sh. Pradeep Sluiram, 

Village Tcjaji Nagar, 

Post. Kaslurba, Gram Indore, 

M.P* 

-do- 

47. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Praniod Kumar Jain, 

137/2 Junrisala, Indore, 

M.P. 

-do- 

48* 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Prem Kumar, 

1013 Pancham ki phol, Indore, 

M.P. 

-do- 

49. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sii. Vipin Saxena, 

144 Nehru Colony, Seliore, 

M.P. 

-do- 

50. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Raju, 

J82, Bairalhi Colony, Indore, 

M.P. 

Eailure to lodge the account 
in the manner required by 
law. 

51, 

-do- 

39-Jhabua (ST) 
Parliamentary 
Constituency 

Sh. Anasmha 

S/o Chiliya. 

Bagan Piilia, 

Dungra Dhanna, .Ihabua, 

M.P. 

Failure to lodge any account 
of Election Expenses. 

52. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Indsinha, 

Village & Post Moradhi, Alirajpur, 
M.P. 

-do- 

53. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Apiya Dlianna, 

Village RatitaJai, Jhabua, 

M.P/ 

-do-' 

54, 

*do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kalusinba Kaliya, 

Village Sc Post Badi Bhcru, 

Tch; ThandJa, 

M.P. 

-do- 

55, 

-do- 

-dO" 

Sb. Kalusinha Mai, 

Village Nawa Paja, Post Bliagar, 

M.P. 

-do- 

56. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kagao Somalu, 

Kislmnpurf, Jhabua, 

M.P- 

-do- 

57. 

-do- 

-Jo- 

Sh. Khclu S/o Ditiya, 

Batiya Bardi, Jhabua, 

M.P. 

-do- 

^8, 

•do- 

-do- 

Sh. Gallu Khcwala, 

Village Dumpada, Tch. Jhabua, 

M.P. 

-d^a- 

^9. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Cheniya Uda, 

Pctalawad, Dist. Jhabua, 

M.P* 

-do- 

•0. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jarmar Dungarsinha, 

Village Dark had, Teh. Alirajpur, 
M.P. 

-do- 

h 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jhapadia, 

-do- 


village Cliandpura, Tclr Alirajpur 
M.P. 
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hi, GLiioJal lilccticn to Lok .^9-Jlitibua (ST) 
Sahhn, 1996 from Madhya Paiiiamcntury 

Pradesh Constiliienoy 

63. -do- -do- 


64. -do- 


-do- 


65. -do- 


-do- 


66. -do- 


-do- 


67. -do- 


-do- 


68. -do- 


-do- 


69 -do- 


-do- 


70^. -do- 


-do- 


71i -do- 


-do- 


7Z» -do- 


-do- 


73, -do- 


-do- 


74. -do- 


-do* 


75. -do- 


-do- 


76. -clo- 



Sh. Jldiara llhurajec. 

Village Nawagaon, Tch. Jhabua, 

M.P. 

Sh. Dolsialia Pamiar, 

Village Nogaon, Post Thaiidia Road, 
Distt. Jhahua, 

M.P. 

Sh, Nanjee Gobriya, 

Village Kanjiwani, 

Teh. Ranapur, Distt. Jhaboa, 

M.P. 

Sh. Prakash Amara Damar, 

Village Kasarbai'di, 

Post Mohanpura, 

Teh. Padawad, Distt. Jhabua, 

M.P. 

Sh. Pratap Rajiya. 

Village Dundkar, Post Panchkot, 

Tch Megbnagar, Distt. Jhabua, 

M.P. 

Sh. Prernsiuha, 

Village Bandhuibcda, 

Tch. Alirajpur, Distt, Jhabua, 

M.P. 

Sh. Bijiya Kaliya, 

Gadawada, Teh. Meghanagar, 

Distt. Jhabua, 

M.P. 

Sh. Martin S/o Roomni, 

Village Nawapada Dhanna, 
Post^'Panchkui, 

Teh. Meghnangar Distt, Jhabua, 
M.P, 

Sh. Magilal Kalia, 

Village & Post Gadvada, 

Tch. Moghanagar, Distt Jhabua, 
M.P. 

Sh Mangilul Pecru, 

Ratitalai, Jhabua, 

M.P. 

SIi. Mithiya Sakara, 

Village & Post Devigarfa, 

Tch. Meghnangar, Distt. Jhabua, 
M.P. 

Sh. Ramasu V'ljiya, 

Madhopura, Jhabua, 

M.P. 

Sh. Laliya Kodar, 

Village SajeJi damnasafh. 

Post Thandala Road, Distt. Jhabua, 
M.P. 

Sh, Logsingh, 

Ramsingh Kj Choki, 

AUrajpur, Distt. Jhabua, 

M.P. 

Sh. Shantilal Motilal, 

Village & Pot KarwaJ, 

Tch. Pothwiivl, Distt. Jlialnia, 

M.P. 




I^'aiiure to lodge any account 
of Eleclion Expensc.s. 

-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-clo- 


-do- 


-do- 


'do- 


-deP 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do-* 
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77, Gcnci’al Election to Lok 
Sabha, 1996 from Madhya 
Pradesh 

39-Jhabua (ST) 
Parliamentary 
Constituency 

Sh. Shankarsingh, 

Indersingh Ki Choki, 

Teh. Alirajpur, Distt. Jhabua, 

M.P. 

Failure lo lodge any account 
of Election Expenses. 

78, ‘do- 

-dO‘ 

Sh. Sur Singh Meda, 

Village Gadawada, 

Post Agral, Tch, Meghnagar. 

Distt. Jhabua, 

M,P. 

-do- 

79, -do- 

-do- 

Sh, Hawasing Laljce, 

Village Patipura, 

Teh. Mcghanagar, Distl, Jhabua, 

M.P, 

-do- 

80. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Pidiyu Chatara, 

Village Semalpada. 

Poi'- ijri'i'Tgarh 

Teh, Thandala, Distt. Jhabua, 

M,P. 

Failure to loJg- the account 
in the manner required by 
law. 

81, -do- 

-do- 

Smt. Bhabor Sajanbai, 

Chotipol Post Bhabara, 

Distt. Jhabua, M.P. 

-do- 

82. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Balararn Muniya, 

Village Chikalia, Tch. Ratlam, 

M.P. 

-do- 

83. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Diwansinha , 

Bhimjec, 

Vill, Bawadimafi, Teh. & Distt. Jhabua, 
M.P. 

Fdikirc to lodge any account 
of Election Expenses. 

84. -do- 

40-Mandsaur 

Parliamentary 

Contituency 

Sh. Rafik Dagriya, 

Badi IChadhar, 

Rampura, Distt. Mandsaur, 

M,P. 

Failure to lodge tb; acjount in 
l'i3 niarniir rc-juired by law. 


[Nd. 76/MP/')&(8)] 
By order, 
L. l-t. FAaU.jr. ^eey. 


Hi 24 1997 

i!lT.<5r. 1 1950 {l950 

!i>T 4 3) PRT 1 3^ f 1) SRT 51 Ht\ 

^ nii>r |ii., '*iTTfT 

% qT;nT?i H <3,^15,117:1 >£0r 'fto r?!. ^rRFTHH % 'R 

>!<I n,%. ^ tot: at3T TOl^T Sl^ini, 

f^^n: TRU % ^rfe^inCr % ^<1 H 

TOHR US'*! ^7.^ ^ i5T7t<3 H 3lY7 spl^l iTT^aif 
HU, Hlf'Hrl sfRHl | I 

2. <10.. %. IRspR V UllPl IIR % 

toT 11^ R hi fll70'',(n' qHHR H.f tlRnf HHFH 
a, :'lR <TTTH h'VI fi' Hf fT7 H '“.Hr TIHR ll.ini 
HR?! H HfW HRH HTH Tt A I 


3. iifr 0,. %. fn^R 

% ’•H T ^r4 gn fn^R H7HR % HiTh fl>Ht 

Vfl 5117R ^ H.li SlfflfTHH mAHR HJH VI 

fHHR TOH.’l ■Cr^H HfHHlHH T fH*llH 

% SlHl^t H7frr7 spl Hf'HH 'TllfHf^H f^RHl ^Ifn »il I 

[H. 154 /fH|R/ 97 ] 
TTRJl H, 
Hl.TiR. ■siT^, hNh 

New Delhi, the 24th June, 1997 

O.N. 131.—In exercise of the powers con¬ 
ferred by sub-fiection (1) of Seclion 13A of 
ihe Representation of the People Act, 1950 





[»n’T II—la'y 3 (iii)] 

(43 of 1950), the Election Commission of 
India, in consultation with the Government of 
Bihar hereby nominates Shri A. K. Basu, Com¬ 
missioner. North Chotanagpur Division, 
Hazaribagh, as the Chief Electoral OlTiccr for 
the State of Bihar with effect from the date 
he takes over charge and until further orders 
vice Shri P. N. Narayanan. 

2. Shri A. K. Basu shall cease to hold and 
hand over forthwith the charge of all or any 
charges of work, under the Government of 
Bihar which he may be holding before such 
assumption of office. 
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Sliii A. K. Basil while functioning as the 
Chief Electoral Officer, Bihar shall not hold 
any additional charge whatsoever under the 
Government of Bihar, except that he should be 
designated Secretary to the Government in¬ 
charge of Election Department in the State 
Secretariat. 

[No. 1541BR|97] 
By Order, 

C. R. BRAHMAM. Secy. 
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30 ^,^, 1997 

m. *T. 13 2:--n’f^ afhhffiari'lasi (i9Si ^ ’ft aiTi loe ^ sRtnq' if, 
mq’W 1996 ?r 5 ff ?i’©TT 2 if fwm fbiifT aipT ^ 3 ^ fimnTiT 29 itf, 1997 % 

hFlu ntRsyrr 1 1 


New Delhi, the 30lh June, 1997 

O.N, 132.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the H^^resen- 
totion of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the l^lcction 
Commission hereby publishes Judgement dated 29th May, 
1997 of the High Court of Himachal Pradesh at Shimla in 
Election Petition No, 2 of 1996. 

IN THE HTOfI COUHT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH, 
SHIMLA 

Election PcHiion No. 2 of 1996 
AND 

E.M.P. No, I of 1997 
Date of Decision May 29, 1997 
Adan Sinch .. Petitioner 

Versus 

Sukh Ram .. Respondent 

Coram 

The Hon’bic Mr. Justice : P. K. PalH, Judge 

The Hon’ble Mr. Jusn'ce 

The Hon’bic Mr. Justice 

\Vhcthcr appioved for reporting? Yes. 

For the Petitioner . Mr. R. K. Sharma, Mr. B. P. 
Sharma and Mrs. Shubh Mahajan, Advocates. 

For the Respondent: Mr. Vijay Bahueiunn, Sr. Advocate, 
with Mr, K. D. Sood, Mr, G. D. Verma and Mr. 
C- L, Sharma, Advocates. 


[^r. 8 2 /fk.!T.-^r, *r,/ 2 / 96 ] 

P. K. Pain, Judge—Elecfion for the 2-Mandi Parliamentary 
Constituency was held on April 27 and May 7, 1996. The 
petitioner was a candidate of the Bhartiya Janta Party and 
contested the said election in that capacity. This petition 
has been filed laying challenge to the election of the respon¬ 
dent on a number of grounds. 

2. Respondent Sukh Ram contested th/s election on the 
Congre.ss ticket and was declared elected to the Lok Snbha 
on May 12, 1996, As many a.s 14 candidates in all contes¬ 
ted the election. The petitioner secured 1,74,963 votes ai 
against the respondent who secured 3,28,186 votes. 

3. The respondent filed written statement on February 24, 
1997 whereafter he filed a misceJlLineou3 petition E.M.P. No, 

1 of 1997 under Order 6 Rule 16 of the Civil Procedure 
Code read with Section 86(1) of the Representation of Peo¬ 
ple Act, 195L Reply and rejoinder to this application have 
also been filed and in view of the preliminary objections 
raised, this miscellaneous petition was listed for arguments. 

4. Paras 1 to 7 of the election petition are introductory in 
nature. The election of the respondent is sought to be set 
aside on the grounds given in paras 8 to 14 which are re¬ 
produced hereunder ; 

“8 That the maximum limit of election expenditure, as 
prescribed, for the election of the J.ok Sabha in 
Himachal Pradesh, is Rs. 4,15,000A for each par¬ 
liamentary constituency. However, the respondent 
has spent much more than the maximum limit, as 
authorised and prescribed in the elections. The 
respondent in his return of election expenditure has 
shown the total expenses incurred by him in elec¬ 
tion as Rs. 1,90.257/-. An attested copy of the said 
return is enclosed herewith as Annexiu’© P-L The 
respondent ha.s not submitted the true and correct 
return of his election expenditure and he has spent 
more amount than the maximum authorised limit” 

”9. That during the election, the respondent got pub¬ 
lished an advertisement and articles in his favour 
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in the Young llimnchal Pcriociictil (fortnightly), 
published on 1-4* 1996, with the intention for cam¬ 
paigning, canvassing and electioneering work for 
securing votes for him witii a view to win the elec¬ 
tions. In the whole issue of this periodical, theic 
arc only advcrfisemenis and lutides favouring res¬ 
pondent, who vjs a congress candidate- A copy of 
the issue of Young Himachal (1*15 April, 1996), is 
enclosed herewith as Annexure P-2. The respon¬ 
dent paid Rs. ?,U0,00U/- for these advertisements 
and articles in Anncxiirc P-2. However, in his ex¬ 
penditure return, he has shown Rs. 13,"/70/- as ad¬ 
vertisement expenses. 


Alongwith Anncxuie P-2, the respondent circulated a 
multi-colour calendar on glossy paper depicting the 
respondent as founder of Modem Himachal, 1,00,000 
copies of this calendar were distributed by the res¬ 
pondent amongst the voters in the constituency. The 
cost of this calendar is Rs, 5/- each and as such 
the total cost of ],()(),000 calendar comes to 
Rs. 5,00,000/-. The respondent has not included 
this amount of Rs, 5,00,000/- in his expenditure 
return. Copy the calendar is enclosed hercwiih 
as Annexure P*3’‘. 

"10. That the respondent got published a booklet 
namely, Himachal Sanchat Krariti Ka MckIcI (Him¬ 
achal—a Model of telecommunication revolution). 
This booklet contains multi-colour photographs of 
the respondent and it also contains material favour 
respondent. It consists of pages and title cover 
of this booklet containing 4 pages on diamond 
ivory paper, t he respondent got published 1,00,000 
such book-let j*nd distributed the same amongst the 
voters for campaigning, canvassing and electioneering 
work for securing votes, with a view to win the 
election. On ihis hook-let the respondent spent a 
sum of Rs. 5,00.000/-. which amount has not been 
shown by the respondent in his expenditure return. 
"Phis book let has been got printed published 
by the Mandi Jan Kalyan Sabha, 6/19 Subhash 
Marg, New Delhi, from Poompiihar Pathppa_fiam 
Press,’ Madras, with the consent of the respondent. 
A copy of the booklet is enclosed herewith as 
Annexure P-4.‘’ 


"11, That in view of the submissions made m paras 
8 9 and 10, the respondent has spent the amount 
in violation (vi Section 77 of the Act and he has 
exceeded the cxpenditine beyond the prescribed limit 
of Rs. 4,15.000/-. As such, the respondent is gmlty 
of corrupt practice under sub-secOon (6) 01==^- 
tion 123 of the Representation of People Act 1951. 
Hence, his election is liable to be set aside and 
he is further liable to be disqualified from conleslrng 
the elections for a period of six years. 

"12 That the lespondcnt for campaigning, canvassing 
' and electione.'^Hn.i work for securing votes for him m 
the constituency with a view to win 
mis-used ^he government machinery foi the 
ranee of *he prospectus of his election from the 
persons in ser/ice of the government, who were 
gazetted officers in the Press “Xm ^s 

telecommunication. As such s„h- 

guiltv of committing conupt practice under sun 
section (7) of Section 123 of the Act. 


that on 9-4-1996. Publicity Tncharge, District CoiiBress 
^' committee, Mandi, H.P.. with the consent of t^ 
respondent issued p press release with 
Peonle Demands development not destruction. This 
press release 'va-- communicated to the press 
Hx messaee and for this purpose Fax machine 

electionccrir.ir vork of respondent ond it is 
clilatr’d throivffi the eovernmenl machinery, that 
lu the Gcnei’iil ■ Manager, Telecommimicntu n, 
Cha- ffiRor?. As'sneh, the government machinery 

has been misused by the respondent for th- f.r- 


Iherancc ol' his eleclioii piMgramme and prospec¬ 
tus/* 

‘ 13. Tliat on 9Lh April, 1996, the respondent deliver¬ 
ed a spcccli ill the constituency at Dharampur m 
Disiiici ^lc^ndl. 1 he contents of this speech woic 
leicascd liy ihe Press Information Bureau, Gov¬ 
ernment ot India to the press at government ex¬ 
penses. The Hindi version of the piess release is 
enclosed herewith as Annexure P-6 and the Eng¬ 
lish version as Anncxuie P-7. This issue was also 
raised by the various newspapers, like the Tribune, 
dated lOtli April, 1996, Plindustan "rimes dated 
11th April, 1996, Punjab Kesari dated 10th April, 
1996, the Tribune dated 11th April, 1996. Copies of 
iht clippings of the news-items are enclosed here¬ 
with as Annexui es P-8/A to P-8/D, respectively. 
The petitioner through the spokesman of the Bhar- 
tiya Janta Party Sliri Ganesh Dutt njade a com¬ 
plaint to the Election Commissicvi of India on 12th 
April, 1996. Copy of the complaint is enclosed 
herewith as Annexure P-9." 

"14. That aftcj- the petitioner’s complaint, aforesaid, 
an enquiry v/as conducted by the Election Coni- 
niissioo of India and in that enquiry, the lespon- 
dent was held gudly of the corrupt practice of mis¬ 
using the government machinery, as is evident 
Iroin the news-ilcin published in the Tribune dated 
23rd April, 1996, copy of the news-item is enclosed 
herewith as AnncMue P-10." 

y Tn the written siatemcnt filed by the respondent, besides 
iMisiiig preliminary objections that the copies supplied are 
not true copies of the petition ; the English translation is 
roi tli(‘ corjeci version of the documents filed with the peti¬ 
tion: the copies supplied are not legible; authenticated copies 
of .'ll! the documents i nd annexures have not been supplied, 
tlic petition is furtncT said to be barred. The averments made 
in the petition arc said to be vague, indefinite, cryptic and 
do not disclose enforceable cause of action. The affidavit 
is said to b“ invfjicl being not in conformity with the re- 
cniirement of lavv as tuven in Fonn No. 25. Tt is also said 
that the material particulais have been withheld and the 
pdition is liable to he summarily rejected. 

6, Tn para 10 of the picljminarv objection it has been 

said that the details of the material particulars, the details 

of the e\enls indicating time, place, name^ df the persons, 

use of the words and expressions have not been disclosed* 
;'i ihc petition and being vague and incomplete, the petition 
s liab'e to be dismissed. 

7 ''Jn merits, in replies to paras 8 to 14, it has been 

stated that the averments are Wrong to the knowledge of the 
petitioner and are denied. The allegation.s levelled are said 
TO be Intentionally falsi- Tt i, den'ed that the respondent had 
anv rc>lc In the niiblication of the Periodical Young Himachal. 
II was denied that the sr9.| publication V'as m^^dc with the 
niithortsal'on or consent of the respondent. The amounts 
for advertisement in tl:e articles contained in the perio¬ 
dical, is nboi denie<l- 

8, The periodical is said to have been published bv the 
proprietor with v'/fich th': respondent is said to have no 
concern. Tt is sn^cifir-allA' denied that the respondent had’ 
any role in the printing, niiblicatton as well or distribution 
of the special feature of th/' periodical and no expenditure 
Huis Incurred bv him in thi* copncctio-n. In resT'eci of th" 
('irruknion of the cah'ndnr Annevur'’- P-3, it has been rr- 
nlic(t thru the s"!rP'' v as rot nrinted bv th^ proprietor of Ih-" 
Youn^ Himarhat tli" permission, autho^iaat'on or con- 

‘f'Ol of the 1 '^sno’''de^t. Th’jq nii^ht havr hf^n done bv the 
proprietor to boost the side of the periodical ns the refipon- 
dpn^ v/O' n nonub*- lender f nm the constilnencv. The cos'' 
nf ♦h'* calendar v’H; den'rd ■>nd d "^as 'tated that the res¬ 
pondent hart noth'"!; 'o do it. The o+her 'featiu-r«f in Ih ' 
T’n^ri'o'-iicat are 'o he dsements from political unities 
’ndividuals imd other inst‘’njJnns. 

q It i*: hU’O said th'-t in vl^w Explanation 1 of Section 
'77 -if the Renres-nt-iinn pf the People Act. the political 
'MFti/"’ e'=';nc.-i;dion^, i-odv of per=onR, individuals are autho¬ 
rised issun pd^'^ridemnnt^, nuhlication of iheir own in 
'iinno'd 'T a cand'd'Y' without any authority or consent of 
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such caai4i4atb ^vl^l ’ expcjftacs So -mcuWvd are not be lo 
included m thc rctyrn of. e^endi^ure tne can^date. Tl)e 
nve^ents In rcSpect df ^aymeiit Of 'e:xpenses, Aimoxures 
and l*-3, have been eniphatically denied as baseless and 
mis-conccivcd. 

10 . It li<is alMO been buid in reply that only that amount 
would be U ' Wd - s iilection expenses having been incurred 
by the rtsp-ndeiu \di:cii he has llini^^cTl idcurred Of his tre^ 
Will and th ‘t the le^poridonl has not inCurffed any expendi¬ 
ture in contravention of Section 77 of the said Act not any 
eofTiT^t practice has been cozniniUcd by tiun as envisafled 
in Section 123(7) of the Act. In tespcct of Anneocure P-4, 
it htis beep said in the reply that the avcrmeitfs .ar© denied. 
The rchpondent iu not responsible for any such publication. 
He never cons ented or Aiuthorised any on© fc>r any such 
publication, Thk publicuiion Is said to hav© been printed, 
pubUshed sometimes in February, 1996 before the finnouncc- 
meni of the election and this had uothinR to do with the 
clcctionccrinff. 

11. It is said tliat it was MaUdi Jan Kalyan Sabha that 
^pOOO copies at the cost of Rs. 2.75 per booklet and 

that, too much priot tp fbe dpcl^htion of tlie and 

ilo ^ouht was spent the respondent in this respect. The 
first . four 'pages of thi^ bo^lct is the speech of the then 
frime l^inistcr of the country the contents do not hold 
OiAt any threat or compulsion to the electorates to vote one 
way or the other. It has been said that the averments lack 
material pailiculars in respect of date, place and time oC 
the i^eged .payment and distribution ©tc. It is also said that 
the petition does not disclose any cause of action as mate¬ 
rial particulars Ji^ve not been disclosed which are absolutely 
'essential. It is denied 'that the respondent has apenl any 
money in th©t election ^pfbeesv in excess of the permissible 
jimit Of R5. 4,15,000. The account has been correctly and 
truely furnished by him in the fetum of expenses. 

12. In reply to para IZ, the contents have beep emphati¬ 
cally ,d*ni*d and it ia denied thdt any Government machi¬ 
nery was mis-used foi' oampaigntog, c^yassing (n election 
nccring work to s^urc Votes by the r^pondent. It has been 
yi^dfi^Uy stated that the respondent did not mis-us© Gov- 
-erim](ent machinery fpr his electkm pfOspe^ts, It has been 
said that if any Govemrnehl officer ha* dowc spmcthinfl in 
his official capacity, the rofipctadent cannot b© beld liable 
for any cojrunt practice. The press note Apnexure P-5 
wa .1 not ^ released at pie instance of the respondlput nor it 

' was^'iasued by the Pubneity'Incharge o^ the Instflct Oonaress 
.Committee. It been denied that the madilneirv was nii»- 
for ^hc FAX ipesflaae. The document is said to be 
a forged orre and in attempt to unnecessarily involved the 
respondent and that too falsely. 

13. In reply to para 13, the allcgatron* made st^d denied. 

It is 'dinted that the rcsixihdent in any manner utilined the 
services of the’Press Li/ol-mation Bureau of the Government 
of India. It is also denied the the respondent .ever consented 
foi' the issuance oJf' thfe press comprising Annevures 

P-^ t attempt is said to havo been made to 

manufacture evidence r>painst thr le^nondcnt. Similarly, the 
hew^ items bearing in‘P“8^A P-S^ are said to have been 
made bv Qpooaition candidates to'tarnish the image of the 
respondent with an aitejnpt to stall hii^ election. The news- 
item^ nfe said to be highlv dissoiled, wrong arid incorrect. 

14. Thr comnlnint sent to the Eleclion Commission (An- 
nevure P-Ql is drnigd fw; fnl«c. The res^indent h'uisolf wrote 
a letter to t^re Election Commission of India v/kirh An- 
nejruT'e R-1 that n coni^pir^dv waq heinc hatr-hed against h‘ni 
to malinn him in the election nnd he wt»s totally iuhorant 
Of'the circumstance': undri- which the Ftatemenfc were 

15. In renb' to af the nethlon. h is thnt 

-the ^amc is pbfohi'eW false and incorrret. Tt is denied! that 

flnv enniiMA^ h^M app'nist rh*' TesTX>"d'^n^ and h'* wvg 

found oaiitv. ronf'“nts nocnnrlnf> in the Tribute ( \nncxurc 
P-IO) an" said to be wroni; and false. 

16. Tn further pleas raised in fhe writren sfate- 
inent. it was nraved that in view of several deeisinns 
Sivep hv the .^i7„rern,e r'ouit. th* petition, is li'ntiig 
to he fl'smTsspfi n 5 it does not dWlosc any triable 
caltsts of action. 

1615 01/97—3 
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)7. It has been further said that mere use of 
tlie Government FAX machine for the purposes 
( i release of press statement is not a coiTupt 
practice as contemplated by Section 123(7) of the 
/\ct. A mere violation of the direction of the 
Election Commission, if any, with regard to the 
Code of Election Campaign is said not to be a 
ground for .setting aside the election of the returned 
candidate. 

18. E.M.P. No. 1 of 1997 under Order 6 Rule 
17' of the Code of Civil Procedure read with Section 
86(1) of the Representation t>f the People Act was 
filed by the returned candidate on February 24, 
1997 with the prayer that in view of the decisions 
of the apex Court reported in AIR 1987 SC 1577, 
(Dhartipakar Madan Lai Agarwal vs. Rajiv 
Gandhi); AIR 1990 1731, (Lalit Kishore Chatur- 
vedi vs. Jagdish Prasad Thada); AlR 1984 SC 621, 
(Daiilat Ram vs. Anand Sharma); 1969 (2) SCC 
238, (Saittant N. Balkrishna and another vs. George 
'Femadez and others), the present petition is liable 
to be dismissed as it does not disclose any triable 
cause of action. It has been said in this application 
that the pleadings are vague and lack in material 
■particulars and do not contain necessary ingredients 
to fconstltute the charge under Section 12316) of 
the Act. 

19. It has also been said diat the publications 
Were published on behalf of office bearers of the 
Congress Party and as such these are covered by 
the Explanation to Section 77 of the Act. The 
asserfioni that the respondent got the publication 
lUade is contradicted by the advertisements them¬ 
selves. It is said that the petitioner has not disclosed 
the source of his information or knowledge and the 
non-disclosure of these facts renders the pleadings 
vague and liable to be struck off, It has also been 
Said that the petitioner has not disclosed the time, 
date, place where the calendar was distributed or 
what was the role of fhe respondent. No particulars 
in respect of time, date, place and mode of payment 
of the amount have been disclosed. It is also said 
in the aoulication that in case the hot>k]et is nrinted 
or published before the Sections were notified, the 
expenses would noli fall within the mischief of 
Section 77 of the Act. In resocct to the role of 
District Congress Committee, it is said that there is 
no averlnent fhUt the FAX machine of the Com¬ 
munication Ministry for the release of the oress 
note was used with the consent of the resoondent. 
Similar plea has been raised with resnect to the 
speech-made hv the respondent on April 9. 19q6 at 
Dbarampur. The affidavit filed with the election 
petition is said to b? not in conformity' with the 
provisions of the Act and the election petition is 
said to be liable for dismissal at the tbresh-hold 
itself. 

20. Mr. Bahutnma. learned Senior Advocate, 
appearing for the returned candidate, contend.s that 
though the petitioner has levelled corrupt practices 
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in the petition having been committed by the res¬ 
pondent, yet the material tacts constituting the 
corrupt practices have not been indicated nor the 
petititmer has given full particulars of the said 
corrupt practices witli the result that the petition 
is. liable to be dismissed as not disclosing a triable 
cause of action. 

2L The learned counsel has taken me through 
all the anuexures which are relied upon by the peti¬ 
tioner in support of the averments made in the 
petition and after carefully scrutinising each of 
these documents, it is stated that there are absolu¬ 
tely no averments as to the printing and publication 
of these documents and further the averments lack 
in time or place or locality where these were dis¬ 
tributed. It is bein^ pointedly argued that the aver¬ 
ments are totally silent in respect of the consent of 
the respondent to the printing, publication and 
distribution of this material. In further support of 
his contention,, reliance is placed by the learned 
counsel of (1995) 5 SCC 347, (Cajiman 

Krishnaji Bapat and another vs. Dattaji Ragliobaji 
Meehe and another); AlR 1991 Allahabad 145, 
(Ali Sinehani Bhavwandas Madhav Sineh vs. Sri 
Raiiv Gandhi); AIR 1987 SC 1577, (Dhartipakar 
Madan Lai Aearwal vs. Shri Rajiv Gandhi); AIR 
1986 S'C 1253 (Azhar Hussnin vs. Rajiv Gnndhi); 
and a judgment given by this Court in Election 
Petiticn No* 1 of 1995 t Rm/in Siimh Pnrnmr vs. 
Kanwar Durga Chand, decided on April 10, 1997). 

22. Mr. R. K. vSharma, learned counsel for the 
petition<=^r, in reply, contends that necessary facts 
as required bv law, have been pleaded in the peti¬ 
tion and the allecations are specifir that the money 
was paid bv the respondent. The learned counsel 
has further laid str^^ss on the averments having been 
made in the petition and contends that the aver¬ 
ments would he proved at the staple of evidence and 
no case has been made out for the reiection of the 
petition before the actual trial is held. 

23. Before the rival contentions raised 
by the learned counsel for the parlies are 
appreciated, it would be proper to keep in 
mind the law in this rcsoect as laid down 
by the apex court as well as by different High 
Courts in the Collnl^^^ 

24. Tn AIR 1991 Allahabad 145, C\\\ 

Singhani Bliagwandas Madhav v\s. SiJ 

Rajiv Gandhi, ii has been held that in case 
the paras in the petition are vague and in¬ 
definite and do not disclose a cause of action 
and further neither material facts arc set out 
nor the details of the full particulars of the 
alleged corrupt practice are given, the peti¬ 
tion would be liable to be dismissed. 

25. In AIR 1976 SC 744 (Udliav Singh 
i'.y. Madhav Rao Scindia), the Hon’bc Sr.prerr.f 

ourt has laid down at page 752 like this; 


“The distinction between “material facts*' 
and “material particulars" is important 
because different consequences may follow 
from a deficiency of such facts or parti¬ 
culars in the pleadings. Failure to plead 
even a single material fact leads to an 
incomplete cause of action and incomp¬ 
lete allegations of such a charge arc 
liable to be struck off under Order 6. 
Rule 16 Code of Civil Procedure. If 
the petition is passed solely on these 
allegations which suffer from lack of 
material facts the petition is liable to 
be summarily rejected for want of a 
cause of action. In the case of a peti- 
lioii suffering from a deficiency of mate¬ 
rial particulars the Court has a discretion 
to allow the petitioner to supply the re¬ 
quired particulars even after the expiry 
of limitation. 

(Emphasis supplied) 

'‘all the primary facts which must 
be proved at the trial by a party to es¬ 
tablish the existence of a cause of action 
or his defence are “material facts". In 
the context of a charge of corrupt prac¬ 
tice “material facts”, would mean all the 
basic facts constituting the ingredients of 
the particular corrupt practice alleged, 
which the petitioner is bound to sub- 
tantiate before he can succeed on that 
charge. Whether in an election petition 
a particular fact is material or not, and 
as such required to be pleaded is a ques¬ 
tion which depends on the nature of 
the charge levelled, the ground relied 
upon and the special circumstances of 
the case. In short all those facts, 
which are essential lo clothe the petitio¬ 
ner with a complete cause of action, are 
“material facts" which must be pleaded and, 
failure to plead even a single material 
fact amount to disobedience of the man¬ 
date of Section 6(1 )(u)." 

26. In AIR 1984 SC 621 (Daulat Ram 
Chauhan vs. Anani Sharma) the, Hon'ble Supreme 
Court has laid down the following tests ; 

‘‘We must remember that in order 
to constitute corrup' practice, which en¬ 
tails not only the dismissal of the elec¬ 
tion but also other serious conse* 

quences like debarring the caodidaurc con¬ 
cerned from contesting a future . election 
for a p'^riod of six years,, tlic allegations 
must be very strongly and narrowly - con¬ 
strued 10 the very spirit and letter of 




535 


'ji, ibh) 


[^n il -7E(^ ‘i(iii)l 

the law. In other words, in order to 

constitute corrupt practices the following 
necessary particulars, statement of facts 
and essential ingredienti; must be contained 
in the pleadings ; 

(1) Direct and detailed nature of corrupt 

practice os defined in the Act. 

(2) Details of every inipoitaiit parlicular 

must be stated giving the time, place, 
names of persons, use of words and 

expressions, etc. 

(3) It must clearly appear from the alle^ 

gations that the corrupt practices alle¬ 
ged were indulged in by (a) the 

candidate himself fb) his authorised election 
agent or any other person with his 

express or implied consent". 

27. In AJR J969 SC 1201 (Samant N. 
Bala Krishna vs, George Fernandez), the obser¬ 
vations made at page 1212 would be rele¬ 

vant to be kept in view ; 

‘"First Section 83 of the Act is man¬ 
datory and required first a concise state¬ 
ment of material facts and then requires 

the fullest possible particulars. Second, 
omission of a single material fact leadii 

to an incomplete cause of action and 
the statement of claim becomes bad. 

Third, the function of particulars is to 
present in full a picture of the cause 

of action to make the opposite party un¬ 
derstand the case lie will have to meet. 

Fourth, material facts and particulars are 
distinct matter. Material facts will mention 
statements of facts and particulars will 
set out the names of persons with the 
date, time and place. Fifth, material 

facts will show the ground of corrupt 

practice and the complete cause of action 
and the particulars will give the necessary 
information to present a full picture of the cause 
of action. Sixth, in stating the jnaterial 

facts, it will not do merely to quote the 
words of the section because when the effi¬ 
cacy of the material facts will be lost. The 

fact which constitute a corrupt 

practice, must be stated and the fact must 
be correlated to one of the heads of 
corrupt practice. Seventh, an election peti¬ 
tion without the material facts relating to a 
corrupt practice is no election petition at all. 
A petition which merely cites the sec¬ 
tions cannot be said to disclose a cause 
of action where the allegation is the obtain¬ 
ing or procuring of assistance unless the 


exact type and form of assistance and 
the p'.u;'.on from wltnm it is sought and 
the manner in which the assi-stance is 
to further the prospects of the election 
are allcg.:d as statc.u^n^i offic s." 

Tt was 1 urt her o bser ved tha L ; 

“Section 83 requires that the petition 
must contain a concise statement ot the 
material tacts on which the petitioner re¬ 
lies and the lullest possible particulars ot 
the corrupt practice alleged. “Material 
facts" and “particulars" may overlap but 
the word “material "shows that the grounds 
ot corrupt practice and the tacts nece¬ 
ssary t^) tormulatc a complete cause of 
action must be stated. The 1 unction of 
the ‘particulars is to pre.scnt as lull a 

picture of the cause ot action to make 
the opposile party understand the case 

he will have to meet.tacts stated 

in the petition relating to any corrupt 
practice must be sufiiciciit to constitute 
a cause of action. In other words the 

fact mast bring out all the ingredients ot the 
corrupt practice alleged. It the tacts stated 
fail to satisty that requirement then they 

do not give rise to a triable issue. Such 

a defect cannot be cured by any amend¬ 
ment utter the period ot limitation tor 
filing the election petition," 

The Ho liable Suprt;me Court further ob¬ 
served as under : 

“It the accusation made is nebulous 

and is capable ot being made use of for 

establishing more than one charge or 
it does not make ought a corrupt practice 
at all then the charge tails at the very 

threshold.'* 

(Emphasis supplied) 

28. In AIR 1986 SC 1253 (Azhar Hussain 
vs. Rajiv Gandhi), the tollowing paragraphs, 
taken trom the judgement may uscluUy be 
reproduced : 

“4. In a demociatic policy ‘election’ 
is tlie mcchanisju devised Lo mirror the 
true wishes and the will ol tlie people in 
the matter ot choosing their political 
managers and their representatives who 
are supposed to echo their views and 
represent their interest in the legislature. 
The results of the Election arc subject 
to judicial scrutiny and control only with 
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an eye on two ends. First, to ascertain 

that the True’ ^vill of the people is reflect, 

ed in the results and second, to secure 

that c>nly the persons who are eligiWc 

and qualiflv^d under tlic Constitution obtain 

the representation. In order that the 

“true will’’ is ascertained the Courts will 
!tep in to protect and safeguard the 

purity of Elections for, if corrupt practices 
have influenced the result, or the electorate 
has been a victim ot fraud or deception 

or compulsion on any essential matter, 

the will of the people as recorded in 

tl)cir votes is not the ‘free and True’ will 
exercised intelligently by delibeiale choice. 

It is not the will of the people in the 
true sense at all. And the Courts would 
therefore, it stands to reason be justified 

in setting aside the election in accordance 
with law if the corrupt practices are estab¬ 
lished so also when the essential quali¬ 
fications for eligibility demanded by the 
constitutional requirements are not lulfilled, 

the lact that the successful candidate 
is the true choice ot the people is a 

consideration which is totally irrelevant 
notwithstanding the fact that it would 
bo virtually impossible to rc-enact the elec¬ 
tions and reascertain the wishes of the 
people at the fresh elections the time 
scenario having changed. And also not¬ 

withstanding the fact that elections involved 
considerable expenditure of public revenue 
(not to speak of private funds) and 
result in loss of public time, and accor. 
dingly there would be good reason for 
not setting at naught the election which 

reflects the true will of the people lightly . 

In matters of election the will of the peo¬ 

ple must prevail and Courts would be 
understandably extci mely slow to set at 
naught the will ol the people truly and 

freely exercised. If Courts were to do 

otherwise, the Court, would be pitting 

their will against the will of the people, 

or countermanding the choice of the peo¬ 
ple without any object, aim or purpose. 
But where corrupt practices are established 
the result of the election does not echo 
the true voice of the people. The Court 
would not then be deterred by the afore- 

said considerations which in the corrup- 
tion-scerario lose relevance. Such would 
be the approach of the Court in an 
election matter where corrupt practice is 
established. But what should happen when 
the material facts and particulars of the 
alleged corrupt practices are not furnished 


[Part 11—Sec. 3(ili)] 

and the petition does not disclose a cause 
of action which the retained candidate 

can under law be called upon to answer* 

The High Court has given the answer 

that it must be summarily disrnissed.” 

“8. The arguments is lliat inasmuch, 
as Section 83 (I) is not adverted to in 

Section 86 in the. content of the pfovit. 
sions, non-compliapce with, which entails 
dismissal of the election petition, it IpUows 
that non-compliance with the requirements 
of Sections 83(1). even though manda¬ 
tory, do not have lethal consequence of 
dismissal. Now it is not disputed that 
the Code of Civil Procedure applies to the 
trial of an election petition by virtue of 
section 87 of the Act. Since C.p.C* is 
applicable, the Court trying the election 
petition can act in exercise of the powers 
of the Code including Orders 6 Rule 16 
and Order 7 Rule 11(a) which reads thus :— 

Order 6, Rule 16 : “Striking out plcadjpgs^ 

--The Court may at any stage of the 
proceedings order to be struck out or amend 
any matter in any pleading — 

(a) which may be uunecessary scan-. 
dalouK, frivolous or vexatiouSs or 

(b) which may tend to prejudice, embar¬ 
rass or delay the fair trial of the 
suit; or 

(c) which is otherwise an abuse ql the 
process of the Court/’ 

Order 7 Rule 11 : “Rejection of plaint— 


The plaint shall be rejected in th^ loHow' 


mg cases : 


(a) where it does 

not disclq^ie a cause 

ot action; 


X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X X 


“11. In view of this pronouncemenh there 
is no escape from the conclusion, that an eleptipji 
petition can be summarily dismissed if. it. dpes, 
not furnish cause of acUonan exercise of theppw.- 
ers under the Code of Civil; Procedure* So aj^p. 
it emerges from, the aforesaid decision 
priatc orders in exercise of powers underth?^ Cod^ 
of Civil Procedure can be passed if the mandqtpiy 
requirements enjoined by Section. 83 of tl^c Act# 
to incorporate the material facts in the elefijiqp; 
petition are not complied with. Thjs % 
Samant’s case (1969). 3 SCC 238; (AIR 
1201) has expresseditselfip, 
the omission of a single material f#iftt-would 
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to an incomplete cause of action and that an elec¬ 
tion petition without tl)c ma^rial fn<<ts, relatiitg 
to a corrupt practiccia notan election petitjp^v 
at all. So also in Udhav Sihgli's case (1977)1 
see 511 :(ATR 1977 SC 744) the law has been 
enunciated that all the primary facts which must 
be proved by a party to establish a cause of action 
or his defence are material facts, Tn thecontext 
of a charge of corrupt practice it would nieaq. 
that the ba^ic facts which constitute the ingre¬ 
dients of the particular corrupt practice alleged 
by the petitioner must be specijQed in order to 
succeed on the charge. Whether in an election 
petition a particular Tact is material qr^ not and as 
such required to be pleaded, dcpcirden| on the 
nature of the charge levelled and the circumstan¬ 
ces of the case. All the facts which,are esseiiT 
tial to clothe the petition with, complete Qaqj^c qf 
action nnjst bp pleaded and failqrc tp plc.ad, evjen 
a single.material fact would amount to disobc; 
dicnce of the mandate of Section S3(l)(^i). An 
election petition thcrefqtx cap b?, and mqst be 
disrp^^fied if it suffers from any such vice.” 

“12, Learned counsel for^ the petUioper has 
next argued th^t jn anypvent thC; powers to reject 
un election pel Kirn summarily under the provh 
^icn^ of the Code of Civil Procedure should not 
be exercised ul the threshold. In substance, the 
argumeiu.is that,the epurt proceed with 

the triah record tlje evidence, and only after the 
tril l of the election-petition is cbnclu^d that 
;hc powers qnder the^ pro^qdure 

for dealing, apprpprictte]y wfth the defeedye, 
petition wjnch apes not disclose cause of action 
should be exercised: With respect to the learned 
counseh it is an argument which it is difficult 
Lo comprehend. The whole purpose of confer¬ 
ment, of such ppwers is tq ensure th^t a litig^d®'*^' 
which , is mcamng\<;ss and \bounrt^ to ^ prove 
abortive should not be permitted, to occupy the 
time of the court and excrciseTlie mindofthe res- 
pondciit. The swordi oL Damocles need not be 
ke^t hanging over Jiis h^ad. umiepesfiarilv without, 
poipt.or purppsq. i^ye^^n a,tl,QrdinaTy^Qvi|[ 
tion tt^ Court, readily e^terci^es the power tp 
reject a plaint if it docs not di^Tpse^ cause of 
action. Or the power to. direct the concerned 
party to strike out unnecessary, scandalous, 
frivolous or, vexatious parts of the plealirvgs. Or 
such plctidings which are Hkely to eftuse .e^bar 7 
rassni:.nl i. r delay the fair tfial of the action or 
wh'ch is olher\vise an abuse of the process ^of 
law. An ordef directing a party to strike out a 
pari of the pleading would rcsult in the-terminar 
t.on qf the ca?e_ ajisjng in the. cpntejKt pf the 
said pleadjng, Thc; Courls jp e^rc^e qf th^ 
powers under the Code qf, Civil Prodedu^c can 
also treat a^riy point going the root'of the malten 
Such a;^ one ^rtaining to jurisdiction or main- 
tainability a,preliminary, poii^and can dismiss 

a suit without proceeding to record cyidencp. and 
near elaborate argUpients in th# context of such 
evidence, if the Court is satisfied that iht action 
would‘terminate in view of thcv,merits of. the 
preUminary point qf objeqtipq* The cQqjtention^ 
tliat eve/i if; t^e clecti^i P.ctluc^ is habit?‘ 
dismissed ultimately it sliou)^ ht? so dismissea 
only after recording evidence is a thbroiighlv^ 
misconceived and untenable argument.”, 


-u laie 537 

“38. In view of the doctrinedaid' down, in 
Nihal Singh's,-Qa|5 [1970 • (3)., SCG 2;39] (supr^., 

as early as in 3^70, , thejpiigb Court was perfectly 
justified in taking the view that pocause^of action 
was made out. For, in lhe absence of material 
particulars as to who had printed, published*or 
circulated the pamphlet, when, whe^-e and \ 
it was, circulatfd^apd which,faft^wc^t.tp 
the respondent’s consent to such distribnlion, 
the pleading would not disclose a cause of action. 
There would be nothing for the respondent to 
answer and the matter would fall within the doc- 
trinelaid down ip Nihal Sinsdi'scase (supra)-” 

29. In AIR 1987 SC 1577, (Dharbipakar 
Madan Lai Agarwal vs. Shri Rajiv Gandhi),, 
it has been held in paras 8 and 11 that : 

”8. The first question which f^Uls 
for ou’ dc.rrniination is wheuVr The Hlglr 
Court had jurisdiction to strike out pleads 
ings under O. VL R. 16, G,P.C.; and to 
reject the election petilion -under Vll^. i 
R. 11 of the Code at the preliminary, st^c 
even though no wriUen statement had been-, 
filed by the jespondent. - Section 80 ,provides, 
that no electior.. is lo be callt^d: in qn^s-. 
lion except by an ckclian ,pctititm presented . 
in accordance with the provisions^ of Parjk- 
VI of, the Act before the HighX’ourfc. Section 
81 provides, that an eJectiod .pctitioji may,- 
be presented; on one or more of the Sfonods.i 
specified in S. 100 by an elector: oj:, by a., 
candidate quesUouing the,, clecfiqni of a 
returned Candida,!?. Scetiqn 83* provides, 
that an election petition shall , containv a,, 
concise statement of material facts on which 
the petitioner relics and be. shall sei forth 
full particulars of any corrupt practice that ' 
he may allege including- full' statem^mt of 
the- uamefi of the- parties fdlcgftd to have- 
committed such corrupt practice, and- the. 
date and place of the commission^ of each 
such practice. Section 86 confers power-on 
the High Court to dismiss an election petition • 
which docs not comply^ with the provisions 
of Ss, 81 and 82 or S. 117. Secirion 87 deals 
with llic procedure, to be followed in lb#., 
trial of the election pHftition and it laysdowiki 
that subject lo the pj;ovisions, of Act and- 
of any. rules, mad^^ thereunder, every dcctioui, 
petition shall be tried by the High Qqurt 
as nearly as may be in accordance wdh>th< , 
peocedurc applicable to the trial of suiu 
uiuler the Code of Civil IVoccdurc* 1908,,- 
Since^ provisions. of Civil Procedure, , Cqdc,^ 
apply to the trial of an election pctiljpiVt 
O. VL R. 16 and VI, R* 17 are appli-.. 
cable to the prpcecdju£.«. relatinit: - 
the trial of, pjCtUioi\, tq. 

the pi;oyisiqu^ ,9^ Ih© Act. a 
uiOirg of,,Ss. 81, 83, 86 apd 87 ^ 
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it is apparent that those paras of the petition 
whi'E do not disclose any cause of action, 
are liable to be slruclr off under O. VT, R, 16, 
as the Court is empowered at any s.oge 

of the pj'ocecdingb to strike out or delete 

pleading which is unnecessary, scandalous^ 
frivolous or vexatious or which may tend to 
prejudice, embarrass or delay the fair tiial 
of the petition or suit, it is the duty of the 
court to examine the plaint and it need not 
wail till the defendant files written state¬ 
ment and points out the defects. If the 

court on examinaiion of the plaint or the 
elect’on petition finds that it dors not 

disclose any cause of action it woidd be 

justified in striking out the pleadings. Oider 
Vr, Rule 16 itself empowers the Court to 
strike out pleadings at any stage of the 
proceedings which may even be before (he 
filing of the written statement by Mie res¬ 
pondent or commencement of the Uial, If 
the Court is satisfied Uuii Ihe election peti¬ 
tion docs not make out any cause of action 
and that the trial would prvjudice, embar¬ 
rass and delay ihe proceedings, the Court 
need not wait for the filing of the written 
siatemeni instead it can proceed to hear the 
preliminary objections and sUike out (he 
pleadings. If after sUiking out ihe pleadings 
the court finds that no triable issues icmain 
to be considered, it has power to reject the 
election petition under—O, VT, R. IK” 

‘'ll. In Bhagwati Pia^ad Dixit 'Ghora- 
walh’ V. Rajiv Gandhi (AIR 1986 SC 1534) 
this Court again reiterated that in an elec¬ 
tion pleadings have to be precise, specific 
and unambiguous and if ihc election petition 
does not disclose a cause of action it should 
be rejected in limine. These authorities have 
settled the legal position that an election 
petition is liable to be utsmissed in limine 
at- the initial stage if it does not disclose 
any cause of action. Cause of action in 
questioning ihe validity of election must 
relate 1o the grounds specified in S. 100 
of the Act. If the allegations contained 
in the petition do not set out grounds of 
challenge as contemplated by S. 100 of the 
Act and if the allegations do not conform 
to the requirement of Ss. 81 and 83 of the 
Act, the pleadings arc liable to be struck 
off and the election petition is liable to bo 
rejected under O. VIT, R. IK A pleading 
if vague and general is embarrassing. If 
ihe allegation contained in ihc cleciion 
petition cvcii assuming to be true and correct- 
do not make out any case ot coiiupt p 


tice or any ground under S. 100 of the Ac^, 
ihe pleading would be unnecessary, IVivolous 
and vaxaLions. It is always open lo strike 
oui) the same. If after striking out defective 
pleadings ihc Court finds that no cause of 
action remains to be tried it would be duty 
bound Lo reject ihe petition under O. VII, 
S. IK Civil P.C. If a preliminary objection 
is raised before ^he commencemenl of the 
tiial, Ihe court is duty bound lo consider 
the same ii need not postpone Ihe cors’dc a- 
tion for subsequent stage of (he Uial." 

30. In AIR 1995 R-'Aj.vdlnm 239, (Mohimnivi 
Yusuf and another vs. Bh-^iron Singh Sh^klmv\t), 
the Hon’ble Single Judge of the Court, on 
c:u'cful perusal of the case law, in p'^ra 36 has 
enumerised. the settled position of law like this : 

“36. following settled }>osition of law 
emerges from the d:):isions already referred : 

(A) Section 83 of the Act is mandatory, 
hence an election petition must contain : 

(a) a coiRusc statement of facts on which 
the petitioner relies, 

(b) fullest passible particulars of the cor¬ 
rupt practices that tho petitioner alleges, 

(B) The m^^torial facts mean (a) facts 

necessary to formulate a complete cause of 
action, (b) all the preliminary facts which 
must be proved by the party to cstr.blisli a. 
cause of action, (c) the basic facts which 
constitute ingredients of particular corrupt 
piactice, (d) all the fads whioh aro essential 
to clothe tho petitioner with complete 
cause of iVjtion, (e) the facts which if esta¬ 
blished would give the petitioner tho relief 
asked for, (f) the facts on the basis of which 
the Court would give a direct verdict in 
ffwour of the election petitioner in case the 

returned candidate did not appear to oppose 
the petition, (g) facts which if not proved, 
the petition must fail. 

(C) A 'reasonable cause of action’ is 
Siud to mean a cause of action with some 
chances of success when only the allegations 
in the pleadings are ooiisidored. So long as 

the claim . discloses some cause of action 
or raises somo questions, tho mere facts 
that the case is weak and not likely to 
succeed is no ground for striking it oui. 

(D) There is a difference between the 
'material Tracts' and 'particulars’. The 
function of pTifticulars is to present as full 
u picture of a cause of action with such 

information in details as to make tho opposite 
party understand the case he will have to 
meet. There may bo some overlapping 
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be^wcii 'jnatcrirJ fr^cts' r,nd 
two (>Tc qui;o distinct. The difitiuetioii is 
one of degree. The 'mUoiiAl Cfctt.' arc 
those which the pnity relies npon ^nd which 
if it does not prove, he fails, 

(B) Mere reproduction of the words of 
the statuie would not bo sutficicnt to main- 
triin a petition. The fads which constitute 
the corrupt practice have to bo sd out and 
they must be correlated to one of the heads 
of the corrupt practices. 

(F) Whethoi in an election putitioii a 

particular fact is material or not and as 

such required to bo pleaded or not depends 
on charges levelled and the circumstance;s 

of the case. Thus dordsioii of euch case 
would depend upon t})i; facts and circum¬ 
stances of that c^'-sc. 

(G) An election petition can bo summarily 

dismissed If it does not furnish a cause of 

action. If the mandatory roqidrcmonts of 
Section 83 of the Act are not fulfilled, 

appropriaie order imdor Ord^i VI, Rule 16 
and under Order VIT Rule 11 of the Codr 
of Civil Procedure cjiui be passed. The 
whole purpose of conferring such powers 

is to ensure that a litigation which is mean¬ 
ingless and bound to prove abortive should 

not bo permitted to occupy the time of the 
Court and exercise mine cf th*' respondent. 
The sword of Da mocks need not be kept 
hanging over his head without point or 
pUrposc, Since the Court h£>s the power 
to ri^ 2 t at the threshold the power must be 
exercised at the threshold itseJf in the 

Court is satisfied that it is a fit case for the 
exercise of '3uch pow::r and tliat exercise 
of such power is warranted imd^r the reJev^mt 
pro\isions of law, 

(H) An election pjlition ci’.anof be 
dismissed in J'mine for want of particalar^s 
without giving an opportunity to the peti¬ 
tioner to supply better particulars.” 

31, In respect ot detective wfiid 'vit, the 
learned Judge in paragraphs 111 and 112 ot the 

same report has held like this : 

"111. Examining the present case in the 
light ot the above observations, it would 

appear that the case is akin to F,A, Sapu's 
case (AIR 1991 SC 1557, so tar as the 
contradictory verification of the petition and 
the accompanying affidavit creating confusion 
is concerned. It was pointed out that in 
the verification of the petition, paragraphs 

1 to 5 were verified to be true to the 
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petitioner’s knowledge and the documents 
and the contents ol patugraphs 6, 7, 8, 9. 
10 and II were verified to be true on the 
information leceivcd and believed to be true. 
In the affidavit the entire paragraph-7 with 
its sub-paragraphs (a) to (e) was verified to 
be true to the petitioner's knowledge and the 
clocumenls referred to therein. Thus para- 
gfaphs-7(a) to (e) are verified to be true on 
the basis ot the information received and 
believed to be true in the petition whereas 
in the affidavit the same paragraph was 
verified to be true to the personal knowledge 
of the petitioner," 

"112, It appears that directions given 
in F.A. Sapa’s case (AIR 1991 SC . 1557) 
to cure the detects were because ot accep¬ 
tance of alternative submission made in that 
case and it has not been held that in all 
cases ot detective affidavit Court has to give 
an opportunity to remove the detects. This 
should be clear Irom the last sentenep of 
paragraph 28 ot the judgement, quoted above, 
where it was observed that where the affidavit 
or the schedule or annexure Iroiii an in¬ 
tegral part ot the election petition i sell, 
strict compliance would lx; insisted upon. 
In the present case the affidavit cannot be 
said to be a separable part ot the petition. 
It is no doubt an , integral part ot the 
petition. Without ibe affidavit in support 
ot corrupt practices the petition would not 
have been complete and could not have been 
entertained. Defect in the affidavit was 
therefore detect in the petition. When 
verification of petition and tlie contents of 
the affidavit contradict each other and present 
a contradictory and contusing picture, the 
petition has to be t.iken to be detective in 
as much as it does Hot present a clear picture 
before the respondent and the , Couit. 
Information as to whether the allegations 
made in the petition were based on personal 
knowledge ot the petitioner or on his derived 
knowledge is ot vital impoit'nice to the 
respondent. Source ot intormatiom may not 
be required to be disclosed initially but 
that does not mean that the petitioner is 
allowed to equivocate on the point to the 
extent that he can keep both, the mutually 
exclusive options open to himself and 
surprise the respondent at the hearing by 
adopting one ot the options suiting hi.s 
convenience at that time. Self contradictory 
verification and affidavit has therefore to be 
taken as a fatal detect and hot a curable 
detect.” 
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' i2: It -will o" i'l' 

‘lntcst judgment ot the 'H<hl’ble Sui^rcmc Court 
reported in ’ ^1995) 5 5CC 247, fGajanan 
'Krhthnaji ^ TJitpat and another vs. Dattaji 

^ Raghdbojr Meghe and others). The case deals 
with “the incurring or authorising expenditure 
in excess ot "tlic prescribed limits. It has been 
held in this judgment that in order to consti¬ 
tute corrupt practice under Scdlion 123 (6) of 
the Act, it is the violation ol sub-section (3) 
t^ly t^liich is Tnandatory and not ot "^ub-sections 
' (1) ' and (2) ot section 77. This case involves 
Sbtiic what Similar rjuestion which is involved 
in the present petition. The question that was 
canvassed before their Lordships of the Supreme 
Court" pertained to the expenditure incurred 
or "authorised by respondent No. 1 or his 
^ketion agent in that case which was alleged 
to be Tiiord than what' ^had been disdosed by 
him in the^ rtftum ot expenditure under Section 
78 Ot the 'Act with the District HlcCtiOn Officer 
and that hqgc expenditure incurred by him in 
connection ^th ^his election ^ had 'been suppres¬ 
sed. Tn para 13, the observations appear like this : 
‘*l3.*Thbugh' the election of a successful candidate 
is nbt^tolsc'irttetfered with lightly and the verdict of the 
ui*et,tthje*CoUEt has^e^lptulsiscd in more than 
ooDicase that rtic Oruhe^^eflcentiata of the election law is 
.to^aafeguard:thc purity of the election process and to see 
that .people do not getxlcctcd by flagrant breaches of the 
law or by coUinilUirig corrupt ^radices. Tt must be re¬ 
membered that An clcctToh petitition is not a matter 
^in ^^ch^tbe oiMy peimons interested are the cwididatcs 
WhO^foUghtUhr electton ngdm&t each other. The public 
is «dso ,-«ibaVontially intercated in it And It is so because 
chcUon it an .^sacntial part of a democratic process. It 
is pflUAUy well settled by this Court And necessary to bear 
i ^ mintl that a Charge df corrupt ptacticC is in the nature 
r f A^Uo^htrimin^ charge,' to itst conseqiiencc la not only 
Uo^'rktijdM''tliit^lioetlon df'thc^rcturnKtdioandidate void but 
in^some Gaaes‘«X«i>^o impose qpon^him a disqualification 
Tor - contesting ^even the next election. The evidence led 
in support of the corrupt practice must therefore, not only 
be cq'geilt and Ueftnito but if the election petitioner has to 
succeed, he must esfttblish definitely and to the satis- 
hhetlon^df thdlDourt uhc charge .of eotruptjprantite which 
^ toveli^AgaihstAhe ^returned candidate. The onus lies 
heavily on the election petitioner to establish the charge 
of cQprqpt practice and in case of doifbf the benefit goes 
to the fcturncd canUlUate. tn the case df an election 
^ petition, ^sed on atkgatfons of cominisslon of corrupt 
tho AtandAul of .proof is ^neraliy ^speaking that 
Of JJthninat^al, ‘Which requires strict proof of the charge 
^yond A reasonable doubt and the burden of proof is 
on the petitioner and that burden docs not Shift. (See 
with advanuige : Nlhal Singh v; Rao^irendta Singhi Om 
PmibhA Tain v. Charah Dass; 'Dafilat ^a'm 'Chttuhan v. 
4hriatld Shttfma-and-QUamarul Islam v.'^S:K. JCanta).” 

33. White the scope of Section 77, it has 
hceffidteld ln ;parAg*qph Gllike this: 

the Act providj^s that every candi- 
‘ -riate at an^-otectioa Ahall either by himself or bv his 
el^Uoo agent keep a separate and correct account of 
all expenditure in connection with the election incurred or 


'Authorised by him or by his election agent between the 
dote" of publication* of the t nOtiflcAtian cAlUng the election 
and the date Of.declaration of the result thereof, both days 
inclusive. -Explanation 1 which was introduced by the 
Amendment Act of 1974 declares that any expenditure 
incurred or authorised in connection with the election of 
a candidate by a political parly or by any other associa¬ 
tion or body of persons or by any individual (other thon tht: 
candidate or his election agent) shall not be deemed to b: 
and shall not ever be deemed to have been, expenditure in 
connection with the (iiloctlon incurred or authorised by 
the candidate or by his-tltjction a^g^ent for the,purposes of 
sub-section (1) of B^lipn 77, Sub-section (2) of Section 
77 provides that the account of election expenses shall 
contain such particulars as may be prescribed and sub¬ 
section (3) lays down that the total of the said expendi¬ 
ture Shall not exceed such Amount as may be prescribed. 
Vide Section 78 of the Act the account of Election 
expenses is required tq be lodged wUh dUlrict Election 
Officer by every candidate at any election within thirty 
days from the date of election of the relumed candidate. 
The maximum amount of election expenditure which 
may be incurred by the candidate for the Parliamentary 
and assembly constituencies has been prescribed in Rule 
90 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961. In so far as 
the pariiamentary elections arc Concerned, the said limit 
is Rs. 1,50,000/- Under Section 123(6) of the Act, the 
incurring or authorising of expenditure in contravention 
of Section 77 of the Act amounts to -commission of a 
corrupt practice. However, every contravention of 
Section 77 of the Act docs not fall within the mischief of 
Section 123(6) of the Act. Neither the violatron of sub¬ 
section (1) ^ Section 77 nor the violation of sub-sectiou 
(2) of Section 77 amounts to the commission of the 
corrupt practice .under. Section 123(6) of the Aa, How¬ 
ever, Section 77(3) mandates that the total of the expendi¬ 
ture in-COOiDection with the election shall not exceed 
the prescribed limit and therefore the provisions of Section 
123(6) of the Act arc related only to Section 77(3) of the 
Act. If a candidate incurfs or authorises expenditure 
ha excess of the presetibed UmitR, ho commits the corrupt 
practice under 1^3(6) of the Act and his election 

is liable to bo set aside and he also inucrs the 
disqualification of being debarred from ct^nfcsling the 
next election. From a plain reading of Sections 123(6) 
and 77 ioclufliug Explanation I to Section 77 of the Act, 
it is therefore clear that in order to be a corrupt pMcdcc, 
the excessive expenditure must be incurred or authorised 
by the candidate or his election agent. An expenditure 
incurred by A ihffd person, Which is not authorised by the 
candidate dr his tleetion agent is not a corrupt practice. 

In Magtaj Tatodia v. R.K. Birla, after referring to a 
catena of authorities even before the inclusion of Expfa- 
hation 1 to Section 77 of the Act by the Amendment Act 
58 of 1974, it was emphasised that to prove the corrupt 
practice of incurring or authorising expenditure beyond 
the prescribed limit, it is not sufficient for the petitioner 
to merely prove that the csxpcnditure beyond the pres- 
bibed limit had been incurred in coniusclion with the 
election of thcTcturtted candidate, but he must gd further 
and prove tliat the weesa expenditure was authorised or 
incurred with the wnsent of the returned candidate or his 
.election agent. In Indira Gandhi v. Raj Naratn this Coui i 
reaffirmed the above view and taking note of the Amend¬ 
ment Act'58 of 19T4, Opined that v61 antary expenditure 
ipeurrefi by friends, TelAtions or sympathesiers t)f the 
■'drfnttidate or The candidate s .poUttci party arc not 
required lo be in eluded in the can:! i tcT return of 
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expjiise.^, unless the expenses were incurred in the circum¬ 
stances from which it could be positively inferred that the 
successful candidate had undertaken that he would reim¬ 
burse the party or the person who incuired the evperse. 
It is not enough to prove that some advantage 
accrued to the retuined candidate or even that the ex¬ 
penditure v/as incurred for the benefit of the returned 
candidate or that it was within the knowledge of the 
returned candidate and he did not prevent il, to clothe 
the return'^d candidate with the liabilitj of committing 
the alleged corrupt practice. Noticing that during an 
election, the spnsoring or supporting political parlies us 
well as friends, sympathisers and v/ell-wishers do soinc' 
times incur expenditure not only without the consent of 
the candidate concerned but even without his knowledge 
this Court opined tbt the successful candidate cannot be 
clothed with all such expenses to suffer the disqualification. 


(2) The account shall contain such particulars, as 
may be prescribed 

(3) The total of the said expenditure shall not exceed 
such amount as may be prcsci ibed.'' 

35. Secli<Mi 83 of ihc said Act deals with the contents of 
the petition and reads like this; 

“83. Contents of petition.- (I) An election petition^ 

(a) shall contain a concise statement of the materail 
Facts on which the petitioner relics; 

(b) shall set forth full yjarticulars of any corrupt practice 
that the petitioner alleges, including as full a statement 
as possible of the names of the parties alleged to have 
committed su^h ocorrupt practice and the date and 
place of the commission of each such practice; and 


34. Section 77 of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 reads as under; 

“77. Account of election expenses nnd maximum 
thereof.—(1) Every candidate at any election shall, either 
by himself or by his election agent, keep a separate and 
connect account of all expenditure in connection with the 
election incurred or authorized by him or by his election 
agent between the date on which he has been nominated 
and the date of declaration of the result thereof, both 
dates inclusive. 

Explanation 1,“ Notwithstanding any judgment, 
order or decision of any court to contrary, any expends 
ture incurred or authorized in connection with the election 
of a candidate by fa political party or by any other 
association or body of pci'sons or by any individual 
(other than the candidate or his election agent) shall not 
be deemed to be, and shall fot ever be deemed to have 
been, expenditure in connection with the election incur- 
red or authorized by the candidate or by hU election agent 
for the purposes of this sub-section : 

Provided that nothing contained in the Explanation shall 
affect.— 

<a) any Judgment, order or decision of the Supreme 
Court whereby the election of a candidate to the 
House of the People or to the l^cgislative Assembly 
of a State has been declared void or set aside before 
the commencement of the Representation of the 
People (Amendment) Ordinance, 1974 (Ord. 13 of 
1974); 

(b) any judgment, order or decision of a High Court 
whereby the election of any such candidate has been 
declared void or set aside before the commencoment 
of the .said Ordinance if no appeal has been prefer¬ 
red to the Supreme Court against such judment, order 
or decision of the High Court before such commence¬ 
ment and the period of limitation forfiUng such 
appeal has expired before such commencement. 

Explanation 3,—For the removal of doubt, it is 
hereby declared that any expenditure incurred in respect 
of any arrangements made, facilities provided or aay 
other act or thing done by any person in the service of 
the Government and belonging to any of the classes men¬ 
tioned in clause (7) of section 123 in the discharge or 
purported discharge of his official duty as mentioned in 
the proviso to that clause shall not bo deemed to be ex¬ 
penditure in connection with the election incurred or 
authorized by a candidate or by his election agent for the 
puiposes of this sub-section. 


(c) shall be signed by the petitioner and verified In the 
manner laid down in the Code of Civil Procedure, 
1908 (5 of 1908) for the verification of pleadings: 

Provided tliat where the petitioner alleges any 
corrupt practice, the petition shall also be accompanied 
by an affidavit in the prescribed form in 
the allegation of such corrupt practice and the 
particulars thereof. 

(2) Any schedule or anncxuic to the petition shall also be 
signed by the petitioner and verified in the same manner 
as the petition.” 

36. Section 100 of the said Act lays down the grounds 
for declaring the election petition to be void. The aamo is 
reproduced hereunder: 

“100. Grounds for declaring election to be void (1) Sub¬ 
ject to the provisions of sub-section (2) if the High Court 
is of opinion— 

(a) that on the date of his election a rclnrncd candidate 
was not qualified, or v.as disqualified, to be chosen 
to 1)11 the seat under the Constitution or this Act or 
the Government of Union Territories Act, 1963 (20 
of 1963); or 

(b) that any corrupt practice has been committed by a 
returned candidate or his election agent or by any 
other person with the consent of n returned candidate 
or his election agent; or 

(c) that any nomination has been impropctly rejected; 
or 

(d) that the result of the election, in so far as It con- 
oerns a returned candidate, has been materially 
affccted^— 

(i) by the improper acceptance or any nomination, 
or 

(ii) by any corrupt practice committed in the Interest 
of the returned candidate by an agent other than 
hh election agent, or 

(iii) by the improper reception, refusal or rejection 
of any vote or the reception of any vote which 
is void, or 

(iv) by any nomcomplianco with the provisions of the 
Constitution or of this Act or of any rules of 
orders made under this Act, 

the High Court shall declare the election of the te- 
filmed candidate to be void. 
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(2) If in tho opiaian of tho High Ctourt a returnisd ^hdl- 
dato ba5 been suUty by an other this elc<5tion 

of any corrupt pracrico but th© High Cbort is Aatis- 

fied— 

(a) that no such corrupt practice was conimitted at the 
election by the candidate or his election agent, and 
every Such corrupt practice was committed contrary 
to the orders, and without the consent, of the Candi¬ 
date or his election agent; 

* ^ * 

(c) that the candidate and his election agent took, all 
reasonable means for preventing the commission of 
corrupt practices at the election; and 

(d) that in all other respects the election was free from 
any corrupt practice on the part of the candidate 
or any of his agents. 

then the High Court may decide that the election of the 
relumed candidate is not void/' 

Section 123 deals with the corrupt pra£ticfcs and under 
iub-‘Scction (6) of that Section, incurring or authorizing of 
hXpehdltur© in contravfention of Section 77 has been made a 
ground for setting aside the election. Sub-section (7) deals 
^th the obtaining, procuring or abetting or attempfing to 
obtain or procure by a c.Tiididate or his agent any assis¬ 
tance from any person in the service of the Government 
and belonging to the sp«cifi®d classes thereundcf.lt reads 
like thia: 

Cbrirupt practices.—Tho following shall bo deemed 
to be corrupt practices for the purposes of this Act:— 

(t) to (6) 

4 * * • 

(7) The obtaining or procuring or abetting or attempting 
to obtain or procure by a candidate or his a^ent or, a by 
Olty other person (with the consent of a condldate or his 
election agent), any assistance (other than the giving of 
yot^j) Jbr the furtherance of the prospects of that candi- 
diat^’s election, from any person in the person in (he service 
of the Government and belonging to any of the following 
cta^s^, namely— 

(a) gazetted officers; 

(b) stipendiary judges and magistrates; 

(c) members of the armed forces of the Union; 

(d) members of the police forces; 

(o) excise officers; 

-(f) revenue officers other than village revenue officers 
known as lambardars, malguzars, patels, deehmukhs 
or by any other name, whose duty is to collect land 
revenue and who are remunerated by a share of, or 
commission on, the amount of land icvenue collec¬ 
ted by them but who do not discharge any police 
functions; and 

(g) such other cla^’^s of persons in the service of the 
Government as may be prescribed i 

Provided that where any person, in the service of the 
Government and belonging to any of the clao^ aforesaid, 
in the discharge or purported discharge of his official duty, 
makes any arrangemcota ot provldea^apy facilities or does 
any other act or thing, for, to, or in relation tp, any candi- 
or his a^ent or any other person acting with tho con¬ 
sent of the candidate or his election agent (whether by 


roEiwn of the office held by the Candidate or for any other 
reason), such arrati^inGnts, facilities or act or thing sha 11 
not be to be assistance for the furtherance of 

the prospects of that candidate's election /’ 

38. K.ecping m view the above referred to case law and 
the relevant provisions, tfic stage is now sot to have a look 
at the averments made in the petition. 

39. As already said in the earlier part of the judgment, 
paras 1 to 7 are simply introductory. In pata 8 the alle¬ 
gation made is that the respondent in his return (Annexure 
P-1) of expenses has disclosed Rs, 1,90,257 having been spent 
by him on the election process. This return is said to be 
incorrect. The presenbed limit in respect of eketion to 
Lok Sabha is Rs. 4,15,000 for each parliamentary Consti¬ 
tuency. 

40. In para 9 it is alleged that the respondent got publish¬ 
ed an advertisement and articles in, his favour in Young 
Himachal Periodical (fortnightly) published on April U 
1996. This publication is said to have been made for can¬ 
vassing and electioneering work for securing votes for him. 
The periodical has been placed as Annexure P-2 and the res¬ 
pondent is alleged to have paid Rs. 2 lacs for those advertise* 
monts and articles. It is also said in ihis very paragraph 
that the respondent got circulated a multi-colour calendar 
Annexure P-3 and one lac copies of this calendar were d is- 
tributed by him amongst the voters. The cost is said to bo 
Rs, 5 each and, thus, the respondent spent rupect five lace 
on this calendar which has not been included by him in the 
expenditure return, 

41. A perusal of this periodical shows that the, articles 
was published by the Zila Congress Committee, Mandi. Se¬ 
veral photographs of the returned candidate taken on various 
occasions appear in ihis periodical. Prima facie, the public 
cation has been brought about by the political party, i.e, 
the Zila Congress Committee, Mandi. As per Explanation-! 
added to Sectin 77 of the Act, any expenditure incurred or 
Liulhoriscd in connection with the election of a candidate by 
political party or by any other association or body of person* 
or by any individual (other than tho candidate or his election 
agent), shall not be deemed to be and shall not ever deemed 
to have been expenditure in connection with the election in¬ 
curred or authortsed by the candidt© or by his election agent. 
The allegation made is that it was the respondent who got 
published these adverivsetnents and articles which fact, on 
the very face Of tho publication, belies the allegations made 
against the respondent. 

42, It is not the Oase set up by the petitioner that the re¬ 
turned candidate got these publications through the District 
Congress Committee or that this was so published with his 
consent. Tho name of the respondent cannot be attributed 
to be there at his behest. The pleadings, thus, stand con¬ 
tradicted by the schedule itself, 

43. The document can be viewed from another angle 
also. All expenses which fall within the mischief of Section 
77 of the Act, would bo from the date of the nomination of 
the candidate upto the date of declaration of the result, both 
dates inclusive. Admittedly, the returned Candidaio tiled 
his nomination papers on March 30, 1996 as is made out from 
the return Annexure P-1. The last date for tilling th© nomi¬ 
nation papers was April 3, 1996- The election programme 
was announced oh MarCh 9. 1996. Tne publication in ques¬ 
tion, i.e. Annexure P-2, is dated April 1,1996. The petitioner, 
in the given situation, was, thus, required to plead the date, 
time and place where the periodical was published as well 
a* the date, tiiw and place of the payment alleg^ to have 
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been made by the respondent and the name of the pre?s ns 
well as the person to whom the payments wore made. As 
the publication is dated April 1, 1996, it presupposes that 
the arrangements in respect of the publication had been made 
much prior to its publication and unless the petitioner specifies 
a particular date, the allegations would be completely vague. 

44. In ease the expenditure was incurred prior to the 
liling of the nomination by the respondent, there would be 
no violation of Section 77 and if the expenses are said to have 
been incurred after the said date, the same were to be spsciilcd 
by the petitioner. As I look, at the advertisement contained 
in this publication, the same has been published by one Ramesh 
Thakiir, President of the Youth Congress Committee, Mandi. 
Another publication is by one Mohan Singh, President of 
Ziia Congress (T) Committee, Mandi. Another advertise¬ 
ment at page 27 is by Dlmramvir Dhanii, General Secretary, 
TIPCC (T), Kullu and the advertisement at page 30 is by Tnder 
Singh Tliakur, Chairman, H. P. Congress (1) Sewa Dab 
The advertisement at page 31 carrying the photograph of 
returned candidate, was publishod by District Congrc&s (T) 
Committee, Mandi. The advertisement at page 33 is publish¬ 
ed by the Election Public Relation Committee Congress (1). 
The other advertisements arc also published cither in the name 
of the individuals or in the name of political parties. Assum¬ 
ing that the expenses were incurred after the nomination 
papers were tiled, the expenses incurred would take out the 
averments from the mischief of Section 77 as expenses had 
been incurred by a political party, association or body of 
persons or any individual. These expenses, thus, cannot be 
said to be in connection with the election expenses incurred 
or authorised by the candidate or by his election agent for 
the purposes of the said Section. 

45. So far as publication of the calendar Annexure P-3 
is concerned, there is not a whisper in the petition that it was 
got printed from the proprietor of the Young Himachal 
AVeekiy with the authorisation or consent of the respondent. 
The proprietor of the periodical might have thought it in 
his wisdom to issue this calendar for boosting his sale as the 
respondent, besides being a popular leader from the consti¬ 
tuency, was also a minister at the relevant time. The alle¬ 
gations in respect of expenses incurred on this calendar like 
the one Annexure P-2, arc also lacking in material particular* 
in as much as nothing has been said in the petition fixing 
responsibility on the respondent or the same was distributed 
at which particular place, at what time and amongst whom. 
Another i^tportant line that appears on this calendar is that 
the fiame Is complementary from Young Himaclial Sundcr- 
nagar. The words as they appear ia Hindi, reads aa, 
“SAPREM BHENT YOUNG HIMACHAL SUNDER- 
NAGAR’** On the face of It, it appears to have been pub¬ 
lished by the proprietor of the periodical as complementary. 
Nothing has been said In para 9 as to where, to whom, at 
what time and at what place and in which locality the one 
lac copies of this calendar were distributed. There is further 
no averment that who was in fact distributing it. The parti¬ 
culars ara completely missing. The allegation is that Rs. 5 
lac were incurred on the publication of this calendar. There 
is not a word said in para 9 that this expenditure was incurred 
by the respondent. The allegation is thus wholly vague and 
indefinite. 

46. The next attack made on the respondent is In respect 
of booklet ‘Himachal Sanchar KratUi Ka Model* (Himachal 
a mode of telecommunication revolution^ This booklet 
contains 68 pages and it is said that the respondent got on* 
lac booklets distributed amongst the voters and spent rupees 
live lac which a n^ait has not been shown by him in the 


expenditure return, Tov\arJ-i die end of paragraph 10, it 
is said that this publication \vas got printed by Mandi 
Jankalyan Sabha from press in Madras with the LMnaciU 
the respondent. 

47, The booklet has hvcn placed on record as \naiixu<V‘ 
P-4. On the title pai»e is tlie photograph of the Lh.;n Prime 
Minister of Tndki Mr. NaiVimaha Rao. The booklet is in- 
forniatory. It vv.is printed at Poonipushar Pat.hippagam 
Press, Madras iiud was published by Mandi Jan Kfilyan 
Sabha, 6/19, Subhash Maiv,, New Delhi. There no indi¬ 
cation in this pufilication as to at what point of time it was 
printed or published. There is a vague averment that it 
was got printed and published hy the said Sabha with the 
consent of the respondent. The respondent is said to have 
incurred an expenditure of rupees five lac on this publication. 
The petitioner has not disclosed the date, time and place 
when the booklet was published and the date, time and place 
when the alleged payments were made, whether the payment 
was made to the press or to the other persons. It is further 
not known whether this publication appeared on the scene 
before the election was notified and if so, would it fall within 
the mischief of Section 77 of the Act or not? 

48, The contents of the petition have been sworn on the 
personal knowledge of the petitioner. Tlie non-disclosur* 
of the material facts, in my considered opinion, renders the 
pleadings vague, defective and liable to be struck off. Time, 
place and date of the distribution of this booklet is also not 
stated. The booklet does contain the name of the publisher, 
i.e, Mandi Jan Kalyan Sabha, Now Delhi, In reply to this 
paragraph, it has been stated by the respondent that the si me 
was published by the Sabha of its own somewhere in February, 
1996 or in the boginaing of March, 1995. If: has, thu 3 , noth¬ 
ing to do with the electioneering. 

49, Even otherwise, the expenses incurred hy person 
before his becoming a candidate for the purposes of election 
within the meaning of Section 79(b) of the Act, am not to 
be taken into consideration for the purposes of Section 77 of 
the Act. 

50, Once this position is accepted that the expenses were 
incurred by the Sabha, this had not to be reflected In the 
election expenditure return by the respondent. The expenses 
so incurred, would b6 safely covered by Explanation-1 added 
to Section 77(1) of the Act. The respondent cannot bo said 
to have have committed any corrupt practice because any 
act or conduct of the Sabha would not fall within the mischief 
of Section 123(7) of the Act. The booklet contains 
the speech of the then Prime Minister of the country. There 
is nothing contained in this publication suggesting or holding 
out any threat, promise or compulsion to the electonttcs 
to vole in one way or the other. That is not even the case 
pleaded by the petitioner. Further there are no averments 
as to the date, place, time and the mode of the alleged pay¬ 
ment as well as distribution! 

51 , The allegation made in para 11 of the petition is that 
the respondent has exceeded the expenditure beyond tlic 
prescribed limit. The averments completely suffers from 
lack of material particulars in order to disclose essential 
facts. These arc vague and general type of allegations 
without any specific averments, 

5L In para 13 it is said that the respondent mis-used 
the Government machinery for the furtherance of the pros¬ 
pects of his election from the persons in service of the Go¬ 
vernment who were Gazetted OfficcfB in the Press loformation 
Bureau and Telecommunication. It in said that oa 
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April 9,1996, the Publicity Incliarge of the District Congress 
Committee, with the consent of the respondent, issued a press 
release which has communicated to the press through a FAX 
mchiESgo and for that purpose, the facility of Fax machine 
was availed of. The press release has been placed as An- 
noxuro P-5 to the petition. On the top of this document 
“GMTj Chandigarh" is mentioned which, according to the 
pciitioner, would mean ‘Oene^’al M.mager Telecommuni¬ 
cation, Chandigui’h’. The allegation is that it was circulated 
through Govt, machinery and the respondent is guilty for 
mis-using this machinery for furtherance of his election pro¬ 
gram me a nd pr t 'ipocis, 

52. In para 13 it Is said that a speech was delivered hy 
the respondent at Dharampur in District Mandi on April 9, 
1996, The contents were released by Press Information 
Bureau, (jovernment of India to the Press at Government 
expenses. This lias been placed on recoidi Annexure 
P-6 and its English version in Ext. P-7, It is said that the 
issue was raised by several ncws-papei’S like the Tribune 
dated Apnl 10, 1996, the Hindiutan Time^ dated April II, 
1996, the Punjab Kesari dated April 10, 1996 and ths Tribune 
dated April 11, 1996. The clippings of these news items 
ha\c Ixcn placed on record as Annexures P-tJ/A to P-8/D 
respectively. The petitioner made complaint to the Election 
Commission of India which is Annexure P-9. 

53. As said in para 14 of the petition, an enquiry was 
conducted by the Election Commission and the respondent 
was held guilty as is evident from the nows item published 
in the Tribune dated April 23, 1996 placed as Annexure 
P-10, 

54. I'lic respondent has completely denied thiit any Go¬ 
vernment machinery was misused for comoalgnin^r, canvas¬ 
sing or electionceriug work in order to secure votes by him. 

It hMB been specifically denied that ho availed the services of 
Grzetted Offeers of the Press Information Bureau or Tele- 
con-imunlCiition Department. 

It has already been noticed above that the respondent 
was a Minister in the Central Government at the relevant 
lime. If any Officer has done something in his 
olTlcial duty, the respondent cannot be held guilty of corrupt 
practices. The respondent lias completely denied having 
'issued any press statement on April 9, 1996. The same was 
neither issued by the Publicity Inchargc t)f the District Cong¬ 
ress committee nor any FAX machine or any other machinciy 
was so used. As 1 look at the press release, signatures of 
one Harish Gupta appear and in reply, it is stated that he 
war nevtr appointed as Publicity Inchargc cf the District 
CvjngrASi; Commilfee nor he was authorised by the respondent 
nor he ever gave his consent for the release of FAX message 
to tbc General Manager, Tclc-communicatlon, Chandigarh, 
According to the respondent, this appears to be manufactured 
and forged document to implicate the respondent falsely. 

56, To contradict these averments, the respondent has 
placed on record Annexure R-1 which letter he had sent to 
the Election Commission in Tddia, In the said letter he has 
clearly stated that he was totally ignorant of these happenings 
and there appeared to be a conspiracy against him to malign 
him in the election. It has also been said in the letter that 
the press notes, if issued, were without his approval and con¬ 
currence, In respect of Press Information Bureau, it was 
stated that he was unaware of the circumstances leading to 
the said issuance of the press note by the said authority which 
is not in his control. 

57, Mr.Bihjguna, learned senior counsel, appearing 
for the', petitioner, has brought to my notice the pwoviso to 
Soclion 123(7) of the Act. It is said therein that where a 
person, \ ^ the serviceof the Government and belonging to 


any of the classes aforesaid, in the discharge or purported 
discharge of his official duty, makes any arrangement or 
piovids:^ any facilities oi does any other act or thing even 
if it is with the consent of the candidate or his election agent, 
such arrangement or facility or act or nothing shall not be 
deemed to be the assistance for furtherance of prospects of 
that candidates election. According to the learned counsel, 
if any Officer has provided a facility in the given situation, 
the same Is covered by the proviso, Even if the allegations 
made in the petition arc accepted at ils face value, it is only 
the use of the FAX machine which is highlighted. It has 
nowhere been averred that the press release was made with 
the conscril of the respondent or he had any role in its releaso 
as such. 

58. Ai worst, what has been said in para 12 is that the 
Pub.icity Incliarge, Disti'ict Congress Committee, Mandi 
witli the consent of the respondent, issued a ' press release. 
Theie is complete omission that the respondent ever at 
rised or consented to the said Inchargc for the release to by 
communicated to (ho press through FAX machine and for 
that purpose tho FAX nncliine was used with tho consent 
and authorisation ol the respondent. The allegation, in my 
considcretl opinion, in no way involves the role of the lea- 
pondent in the mis-uso of the Govt, macbineiy or the use 
of (he Olllces of the Go\'t for furtherance of this election 
programme for prospects. So could be the answer in lespect 
of the content of the speech which were released by the Press 
Tnfonnalion Bureau, Go^ emment of India, 

59. A perusal of the press rcpoit appearing in the Tribune 
published from ChandiLarh on April 23, IW, carrier the 
headline, ‘’Officials warned in Sukh Rain’s case”. In the 
news it i.s said that the Election Commission has cxprciksed 
displeasure over the official communication facilities by the 
Union Minister, Mr. Sukh Ram, and warned the officials 
for allowing the use of Government telecommunication faci¬ 
lities in a routine manner, 

60. It appears that the fact of the use of the FAX machine 
came to the notice of the Election Commission and having 
come to know of it, its displeasure was conveyed for the 
manner in wiiich these were allowed to be u9c>l. The aver¬ 
ments even if taken os these have been projected in the peti¬ 
tion, would, at the most, amount to the violation of the Codes 
set by the Election Commission for tlic purposes of free 
and fair elections. This has not been made a ground for 
setting at naught th.^ elcrUon in the ground, for that purpose 
as enumerated in the Aci. Notice may also be taken of the 
fact that the Press Information Bureau was not under tfie 
control of the respondent. 

61. I am further of the vieV/ that contents of paras 12, 13 
and 14, betides being vague and lacking in material particulars 
and facts, arc not covered within the pursiew of Section 
123 (7) of the Representation of the People Act and as Such 
arc liable to be struck olT. The mere use of a Govenrmcnl 
FAX machine for releasing a press statement, In no situation, 
would be termed as corrupt practice as contemplated by 
Section 12,3(7) of the Act, 

62, Notice may also be taken of the xerilicmion part of 
the affidavit filed with the petition, ft would he belter to 
reproduce it hereunder ’ 

“I, Adan Singh son of Shri Dagnoo Ram, the peti¬ 
tioner, do hereby verify that the contents of pafaa I to 16 
of (he eketien fcicn tiue lo my pciscnd krevdedge. 
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Verified at Shimla on 26th day of June, 1996." 

Once the petitioner has opted to verify the contents of 
the petition on personal knowledge, the contents as disclosed 
ara not in conformity with the provisions laid down in the 
Act, Tf the petitioner has based the contents on bis per¬ 
sonal knowledge, the contains should have been more in- 
formatory ci-'rrying full particulars with complete facts. 

6^. Moticc may also be taken of the judgment passed 
by this Court in Election Petition No. 1 of 1995, (Bipin Singh 
Parmar Vs. Hanwar Durga Chund, decided on April 10, 
1997), In that ease also, the petition was ordered to be 
rejected for want of compliance of Section 83 of the Act, 
i.e. failure to incorporate in the petition material facts and 
particulars relating to the alleged corrupt practice. The 
petition was ordered to be dismissed summarily as disclosing 
no cause of action. 

64. Tn view of the law laid down by the TTon'blc Supreme 
C'ourl, discussed in ll^e earlier part of this judgment, this 


Civil Miscellaneous Application No. 1/97 is allowed and 
paras 8 to 14 of the election petition are ordered to be strucTc 
off. 

65. As nothing else survives in the election petition, the 
same is liable to be rejected at thereshold for not dis¬ 
closing a cause of action. Consequently, the election peti¬ 
tion is ordered to be dismissed with costs whch are assessed 
at Rs. 10,000. 

May 29, 1997 
(BC) 

P. K. PALLJ, JUDGE, 
[No. 82/HP-HP/2/96] 
By Order, 
K. J. RAO, Secy. 
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777/8, 'P5:t«T, #<4^ 

^Ttrr>TT 1 

—^— 

—*f^-~ 

1371,3>m 


26— 

^fTiTTOn 1 

—Mt— 

— 

^POTi’in ( 


- 


—sr^~ 

—sr^— 

fis'»r4:mT, 

IITITITTT. 

^fTTTMT 1 

—— 

— 

iitTJTTr.fr^, 

1 

—— 


’SnffTT, ^T. 

1 

—^— 

26— 

nt?! ^ ^ 

5fW>TT ( 



«fr 3twiT fir?, 

7iT?4'Tr. «rt^, ^frmuTT i 

— 

—3(^— 

>jfV<T?ni «ptrrT 
»Tt!!r^ TT. tmw, 

^TTTTOn l 

--4^— 

—31^— 

#fTVFl 

TTTSr IT IT . 

^fimon I 

—— 
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1 2 

3 

4 

J 

3 0. f^?jpT 

Tr<iT ^ fj^rr 

1996 

26-'j'33rfI 

afl vfHT 

JTt^q-TT. apH 
^TTTOTT 1 

sarft ITT aplf ft 
%aiT irferr ir 

TTti 

31. —— 

—.5!^— 

afr ■n*rqT’=r, 
ait? ^f^'hrr, 

i?fTzrr<jrT i 

—— 

32. —— 

—— 

Titar^^. 'pW, 

?fvarT<JrT 1 

—wft— 

33. — ifi^T — 

— <f“ 

afmfar Trafr STa?T, 

^fran’T! 1 

—^— 

1 

i 

\ 

-- 

afFrfaT Yri^pfi cfnfr f^r?rr, 

aTtg-^TT. 

gfnTT’JTl 1 

—4ft— 

35. — ?(|fr — 


yfl Sf^efig- f^, 

»TtararyT. wrwfr, 

^fVTTm 1 


36'. —*ifi— 

2fi— 

afl-snrppf, 
arfar 5qtT^, 
srfTarron i 

—4ft— 

37. —— 

— ^nfr— 

«ft ?>fWT fTfff, 
altar ^ IT. f^FltrTr, 9 
^^aTT<JR 1 

—4ft— 

38. —^— 

4 1 — irFfm 

atl TT5r f?T?, 

6 7 6/7, 

JTTfTaftT ?fFfFTrr, 

fftanon 1 

—jrft— 

39. —— 

4 3— 

art 

Tfl ^(TJTafriTfT, f^PTT TtfTi:, 
^fr-ir^T 1 

—4ft— 

40. —^— 

—— 

ffr 

ait^^Il. flSarR — JTT^arraT, 
fanrr rfFfTTiT, ^Tarrorr i 

—^arft— 

41. —— 

. —ar^— 

aft 6Ta[nar, 

F. FT. 82, 4, 

ajfftkr, ftrin<JTr i 

—afft— 

42. - 

~ai^~ 

aft FvrftfJT, 

—arft— 
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4 3. ?fT3TT'in Tfiiir % 
WT f'TtT JTraF'JT 
1996 

4 4. —^— 


45. —?^r— 


4 6. —— 

47. —^— 

4 8. —51^1— 

49, —— 

5 0, —— 

51. ——■ 


43— 

— 

—— 

—— 

—— 

—BT^— 

4.1—qiFm (’T, "ITT, ) 

——IT 

— ^ — 


iri^' 4 -r, ftHiHi'; 
ST>iTV'in I 

rrtrTFf ^r'^, 
frr^TRr, 

^TiTTin 1 
‘^4't'TIiTsfF, 

irr^ rr. fTT5i"'4^r, 

f^f 1 

M>n^a:FT, 

Tir^ ^ ^1 . flT^l^r, ’dS . 
^fTurm I 

dcfisr VJJTK, 

d^. ^kdiidr \ 

m ddidr, 

d. d. — 3 0 5, dtd 
fddr d>^dd, ^fTtridT i 
41 did didF, 
dtdddT. 

fddl Tdd, ^fw^T 1 

m dfddid, 

did fdddVd, fddT #dd, 
^TdldT I 

ddldlfl, 

dtddTl. dWldT, 
d^. dfdFTT #dd, 

^ddidT 1 


fddVdd sTfiff dd diti ifr 
fW dif^d didd d 
adH'd \ 

-~d^— 


—ddt— 


—d^r— 


—— 


—d^l— 


—d^— 


-dfr— 


—d^— 


[d. 7p/?rfd,—fd. d./9 6 ( 4 )] 
di^ d, 
%, d. rid, dfdd 


ORDER 

New Dc)hi, 7tli June, J997 

O, N. 133 .—Wliereas, the Heciion Commission of 
India is siUisfled that the contesting candidates spccihed in 
column (4) of the table below at the Gencal Elsction to the 
IJaryuna Le.qislativc Assembly held in April, 19% as speci- 
llcd in column (2) and held from constituency correspon¬ 
dingly specified in column (31 against iheiL- name have failed 
to lodge account of their election expenses, as shown in 
column (5) of the table, as rcquiifed by the representation 
of the people Actf 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, the stud candidates have cith-i: not far- 
nishtKl any reason or explanation for the said faiiuic even 


after due notice of the Election Commission, after consi¬ 
dering the 1 epresentation made by them, if any, the Election 
Commission is satisfied that they Liavc no good reason or 
justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, lb'; F.Icction Commission hcichy declares the persons 
specified in column (4> of the Table bdovv to be disqoaliiied 
fot being chosen ns. 3nd for being, a member of either House 
of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a Statc/fJnion Territory foi a pc.riod of 
years from Tie date of this ordes, 
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TABLE 


S* Particulars of election No. and Name of Name and address of contesting candidates Reason for disqualification 

No* constituency 


J 2 

3 

4 

5 

L General Election to the 6-Jagadbari 

Haryana Legislative Assemb¬ 
ly, 1996. 

Sh. Ramesh Cband, 

1309-Ward No. 18, 

Hari Nagar» 

Jagadhari 

District Yamuna Nagur, 

Haryana. 

Failed to lodge any account 
of election expenses. 

2, -do- 

2-Shahabad 

Sh. Angrcj Singh, 

Vill. Sarai Sukhi, 

P.O. HaripUr, District Kurukshetra» 
Haryana. 

-do- 

3, 'do- 

-do- 

Sh. Om Prakash, 

Vilh Subhri P.O, Rajokheri, 

District Ambala, 

Haryana, 

-do- 

4. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jagjit Singh, 

Faujl Hospital, 

Shahabad, 

District Kurukshetra, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

5, -do- 

-do- 

Sh, Jai Dev, 

Vill. & P.O. Thol, 

District Kurukshetra, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

6, -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jaildar, 

H. No. 80, Krishna Nagar, 

Ward No. 12, Shahabad, 

District Kunikslietra, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

7. -do- 

-do- 

Sh, Rangu Ram, 

Vill. Dh a kali, P.O. Tigari, 

District Kurukshetra, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

1 

o 

-do- 

Sh, Ram Chander Premi, 

Vill. Lotani P.O. Jalbehra, 

Disirict Kurukshetra, 

Haryana. 

-do* 

9. -do- 

20-$hahAbad 

Sh. Santokh Singli, 

Vill. Said pur Barwalia, 

District Kurukhsetra, 

Haryana. 

-do^ 

10. -do¬ 

-do- 

Sh, Raghubir, 

Vill, & P.O, Kharindwat 

District Kurukshetra, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

ll. -do- 

ai-Radaur (SC) 

Sh. Jai Pal, 

Vill. Mirohahori, 

P.O. Bhagwanpuf, 

Tohsil Thanesar, 

District Kurukshetra, 

Haryana. 

-do- 

IZ -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Tungla Ram, 

Vill. & P.O. Bodla, 

Teh. Thanesar, 

District Kurukshetra, 

Haryana. 

-do- 
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12 3 4 


13, General Election to the 21—Radaur < SC) 
Haryana Legislative Assembly, 

1996. 

14. -do- -clo- 


Sh. Maclan Lai, 

VilJ. & P.O. Sanghaur, 

Teh. TJianesar* District Kurukslicti a, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Ram Parkash, 

Vill. & P.O. Bod/a, 

Teh. Thanesar, Distiict Kurukshclra, 
Haryana. 


15. -do- 


16. -do- 


17. -do- 


18. -do- 


19. -do- 

20. -do- 


21. -do- 


x2. -do- 


23. -do- 


24. -do- 


25. -do- 


26. -do- 


27. -do- 


28. -do- 


29. -do- 


-do- 


25-Kaithal 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


26-Pundari 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 

-do- 

-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


Sh. Lachliman Da,ss Kalyon, 

Vill. Bapoli, P.O. Bubka, 

Toh. Jagadhari, 

District Yamuna Nagar, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Jagdish, 

Vill. P.O. Landanababa, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Beni Prasad, 

H. No, 7, Adarsh Nagar, Kaithal, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Hans Raj, 

777/8, Chhota Kattheda, 

Kaithal, 

Haryana. 

Sh. Mange Ram, 

1371, Dogra Gate, Kaithal, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Anirudh, 

Vill & P.O. Kaul, 

Haryana. 

Sh. Anil, 

Vill A P.O. Kaul, 

Haryana. 

Sh. Nepal Singh, 

Vill. & P.O. Habri, 

Haryana. 

Sh. Krishna Kumar, 

Vill, & P.O. Rasecna, 

Haryana. 

Sh. Gurbant Singh, 

Vill & P.O- Habri, 

Haryana, 

Sh. Gulab, 

Vill Khanauda, P.O. Teek, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Chandgi Ram, 

Vill & P.O. ChandJana, 
Haryana, 

Sh. Jaswant Singh, 

Vill. & P.O. Aahun, 

Haiyana. 

Sh. Pawan Kumar, 

Vill & P.O, Pawnawa, 

Haryana. 

Sh. Bishan Dutt, 

ViJJ, &. P,0.> Habri, 

Haryana. 
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Failed to lodge any account 
or election expenses. 


-clo- 


-do- 


-dO’ 

-dO' 


-do- 


-dO’ 


-do- 

-db- 


do- 


'do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 
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t. 2. 3. 4, 


30. Oniernl Election to the 26-Pundari 
Maryaua Legislative Astcmbly, 

1996. 


Sh. bhai; Singh, 
Vilh Kaul. 

llavyana. 


31. -do- 


32. -do- 


33. -do- 


34, -do- 


35. -do- 


36- -d‘’'- 


37. 'do- 


38. -do- 


39- -do^ 


40- -do- 


41. -do- 


42. do- 


43. -do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


'4o- 


-do- 


41-Sonepat 


43^Rohai 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


Sh. Ram Pal, 

Vill. & P.O. Jadaula, 

Hai yana. 

Sh,,Ram Singh, 

Vill. & P.O. KauK 
Haryana. 

Smt. Roshni, 

W/o Sh. Nanha, 

Vill, & P.O, Kaul, 

Haryana. 

Smt, Roshni 
W/o Sh. Risaia, 

Vill & P.O. Kaul, 

Haryana. 

Sh- Baldev Singh, 

Vill. & P.O. Habri, 

Haryana. 

Sh.Jagphul 
Vilt. Morkheri, Rohtak, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Hoshiar Singh, 

Vill. & P.O. Ismaila, 

9 Bisba. Rohtak, 

Haryana. 

Sh. Raj Siagh, 
tlfyll, Dalai Bhawan, 

Malviya School, 

Sonepat, 

Haryana. 

Sh. Ashok, 

Vill Dahuakbarpur, 

Dish. Rohtak, 

Karytova. 

Sh- Anand, 

Vill, & P.O. Bhatgaon'' 

Malian, Teh. & Distt. Sonepat, 
Haryana. 

Sh- "Nathu Ram, 

H. No. S2, Ward No. 4, 
Kharkhoda, Distt, Sonepat, 
Haryana. 

Sh. TSarottam, 

Vill. Nizampur Mazra, 

P.O, Farmana, Teh. Kharkhoda, 
Distt. Sonepat, 

Haryanr., 

Sh, Rin Pal 
S/o Sh. Chet Ram, 

ViU. oi P.O. Silana, 

Teh. uhai’khoda, Distt. Soiiepai, 
Kaiyami, 


[Part II— Sec. 5(iii)l 

5. 


Failed to lodge any account 
of election expenses. 

-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 
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vrp’^T^ L2, i‘-y' m, uno 


\. 




3. 


1. 


44. General Election to the 43—Rohfit 

Haryana Legislative Assembly, 

I99fi. 


45. -do- 


-dO‘ 


46. -do- 


-do 


47 . -do^ 


-do- 


48. -do- 


-Jo- 


49. -do- 


44-Kalayat (SC) 


50. -do- 


-do- 


5L -do- 


-do- 


Sh. Raj Pal , 

S/o Sh. Tare, 

Vili. Si P.O. Silana, 

Teh. Khatk'hoda, Disit, Sonepat^ 
Haryana. 

Sh. Rambii\ 

Yill. Dabarpur, 

P.O. Sitawali, Distt. Sonepat, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Hohtash, 

Vill. & P-O. SiJana, 

Teh Kharkhoda, Distt. Sonepat, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Satish Kumar, 

Vill. & P.O. Schari, 

Teh. Kharkhoda, Distt. Sonepat, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Satish, 

H. No. 305, 

Vill. Karewari, Distt. Sonepat, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Ram Kumar, 

Vill. & P.O, Khei’i Sherkhan, 
Distt, Kaithal, 

Haryana. 

Sh. Satyavan, 

Vill. Sismaur, 

Distt. KaithuL 
Haryana. 

Sh, Banarasi, 

Vill. & P.O, Chausaia. 

I ch. & Distt, Kaithal, 

Haryana. 



Failed to lodjjc any account 
of election CKpenscs. 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


[No. 76/HN-LA/96(4)J 
By Order, 

K. J. RXo, Secy. ^ 
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